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REMARKABLE INCroENTS 



LIFE OF REV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 



CHAPTER 1. 

If there were no very "remarkable incidents'' in my 
life till after I had seen •more than half a century, yet 
the reader might wish to know something of my history 
previous to those sad occurrences which I am now about 
to narrate. In the review of my life preceding the year 
1841, I shall be very brief; for I am quite unwilling to 
obtrude on the notice of my readers any matters merely 
of an ordinary character, having eoctraordinary matters 
to relate sufficient, and more than sufficient, Ho fill my 
book. 

I was bom in Gxiilford, Connecticut, on the twenty- 
fourth day of April, 1790. I am the eighth and last 
child of my father, by a second wife. Being only thir- 
teen months old at his death, I have no remembrance 
of him. But I have always been told that he was 
deemed a very godly man by those who knew him best. 
Of my mother I can speak with confidence, as she lived 
to the age of eighty-four, and was truly " a mother in 

1 
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Israel." And if a saving work of grace has ever reached 
my hearty it was owing, under God, to her counsels and 
prayers. When I was about eighteen years of age, I 
commenced fitting for college in the family, and under 
the tuition of Rev. Aaron Dutton, then pastor of the 
First Church in Guilford. Near that period it pleased 
Gtxi to visit the town with the special influences of his 
Spirit, and hopefully to convert many ^ a sinner from the 
error of his way." If I am a truly converted man, I 
date my conversion back to that period. After a suit- 
able probation, I became connected with the church by 
a public profession. I entered Yale College in the fall 
of 1809, and graduated in 1813, having been educated 
under the presidency of Dr. Dwight, whom I ever re- 
garde4 as one of the best and greatest of men. 

Immediately after leaving college, I entered upon the 
office of preceptor of the academy at Monson, in thb 
State. I took up my residence there in the family of 
Rev. Dr. Ely, with whom I studied theology, and, in 
October, 1814, was presented by him to the Hampden 
Association, for a license to preach he gospel, which 
was readily granted I continued to retain my connec- 
tion with the academy till the spring of 1816. At that 
time I was invited to take the pastorate of the church 
in East Hartford, Connecticut, and was ordained on the 
twenty-fourth day of the following June. After labor- 
ing among that people till August, 1827, 1 requested a 
dismission. I will here insert a brief extract from the 
doings of the church at a meeting holden on the sixth 
day of August, to act on my request: " We regard Mr. 
Fairchild as a fedthful and successful minister of Christ 
He has labored among us abundantly in word and doc- 
trine, and we esteem him highly in love for his works' 
sake. Our attachment to him is strong, and our con- 
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fidenee in him unshaken. By the blessing of G^od npon 
his labors, this church has been greatly enlarged. More 
than eighty have been added to our number since the 
present year commenced, and upwards of two hundred 
during his ministry. On these accounts he has become 
dear to us, and we cannot indulge the thought of his 
leaving us without peculiar regret; and we consent to 
submit the question of his diifmisaion to the considera- 
tion and decision of a council, at his own urgent 
request" 

On the twenty-eighth day of August a regular eccle- 
siastical council met and consummated my request. 
The last paragraph of their result is in these words : 
^ The Rev. Mi. Fairchild being thus released from the 
pastoral charge of this people, this Ecclesiastical Coun- 
cil do cheerfully recommend him to the churches of our 
Lord, wherever Divine Plrovidence may direct his way, 
as a worthy minister of Christ Jesus. Having labored 
in the wcnrk of the gospel ministry in this place, during 
a period of eleven years, it has pleased the God of all 
grace to accompany his labors, from time to time, with 
a divine blessing, and to grant his people two precious 
seasons of revival, hopefully calling many immortal 
souls into the fold of Christ Endowed with rich minis- 
terial gifts, the council entertain a hope that he may 
continue a faithful laborer in the vineyard of his Lord, 
and be inftrumental, by divine grace, of turning many 
to righteousness." 

Eight of the pastors, who had been my neighbors and 
associates for years, gave me letters when I left, speak- 
ing of me in terms of high commendation and sincere 
affection, which letters I need not quote here, as they 
were all published in my pamphlet, printed in 1844, 
entitled ^Iniquity Unfolded." Indeed, I should not 
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have deemed it necessary even to refer to the testimo- 
nials of these gentlemen, or to publish a single sentence 
from the doings of my church in East Hartford, or from 
the result of the council that dismissed me, had not the 
deacons of South Boston reported the story, in 1842, 
that my character, while in East Hartford in 1827, was 
such that the good people there had lost all confidence 
in me ; so it would seem as if that story was more than 
fourteen years in travelling from East Hartford to South 
Boston! This shows, however, with what ease an 
enemy can find a dark spot in his neighbor's character 
when he is searching for it, and fiill of fear lest he 
should be unsuccessful It shows, too, how ready some 
men are to believe what they wish to be true. Many 
instances of this kind far more remarkable will be devel- 
oped in the progress of my story. 

In October, 1827, 1 was invited to become the pastor 
of the church in South Boston, now called the Phillips 
Church. The invitation was accepted, and my installa^ 
tion took place on the twenty-second day of November. 
In March, 1833, 1 was called to the pastorship of the 
Presbyterian Church in Federal street, Newburyport; 
knowing that my deacons at that time were dissatisfied 
with me, and believing that they would make me trouble 
if I remained with them, I was on the point of accepting 
the caU, when a paper was put into my hands contain- 
ing all the names of my parishioners, male aiid female, 
except the deacons, urging me to negative the call and 
remain with them. The deacons at once perceived that 
if I left it would be on their account, and this was a 
responsibility which they did not like to assume ; one 
of them, therefore, (Marcus Whiting,) immediately 
withdrew to another church, but Deacon Jeremy Drake 
expressed a wish to remain, to which I acceded after his 
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most solemn assurance that he would give me no more 
trouble, and that if he should ever become so dissatisfied 
that he could not any longer sit contentedly under my 
ministry, he would silently withdraw, and use no influ- 
ence against me. How he has redeemed his pledge, the 
reader will soon have an opportunity to see and form 
his own judgment. The invitation from Newburyport 
was declined, and I decided to remain ; a decision which 
has been a matter of deep regret to me times without 
number. 

As I am now about to enter on the history of my 
troubles, I must be indulged here in a few preliminary 
remarks. . In January, 1852, I delivered in Tremont 
Temple an address, entitled ^ The New Doctrine of 
Clerical PrivUcgeJ^ which was soon pubUshed. In the 
exordium of that address there is a single paragraph 
which I will here quote, because I think the statement 
there made is due not only to myself, but to all who may 
be induced to read my book, whether from sympathy or 
curiosity, or any other motive. The paragraph is as 
follows: — 

^ I wish, feUow-dtizens, to state to you here, that in 
some parts of my eventful history, especially in the com- 
mencement of my troubles, I may have acted impru- 
dently, but not wickedly, — injudiciously, but not 
corruptly. And is every clergyman, for certain solitary 
acts of imprudence or indiscretion, to be pursued and 
hunted down by his brethren, without mercy or remorse, 
till they have made him everywhere, so far as in them 
lay, an object of suspicion and distrust ? And are they 
never to cease their efforts till his peaceful and unobtru- 
sive labors among a quiet and united people are ended ? 
till A^ is driven firom the pulpit, and they scatter as sheep 
having •no shepherd? If all clergymen were to be 
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treated thus, even for repeated acts of imprudence and 
indiscretion, the* Lord have mercy on the profession* 
Certain I am that many who are now in it, would soon 
be out of it, — and many who are now out of it would 
never enter it. I do not pretend to claim exemption 
from the common infirmities of men. But I do claim 
exemption from those infamous crimes laid to my charge, 
of which I know myself to be innocent, and when no valid 
proof has been or can be adduced to sustain them, and 
especicMy after an impartial jury has unanimously ac- 
quitted me on the distinct merits of the case* This I 
do claim ; and I submit it to your judgment whether it 
be not a righteous claim." 

There is one act of mine deemed by many as very in- 
judicious, and for which, so far as I know, I have been 
more generally censured than for any and all my other 
acts, — I refer to the payment of hush-money ; this has 
seemed to certain minds as almost a confession of guilt 
My reasons for doing so I have stated on the sixteenth 
page of my pamphlet, published in 1844, and I here take 
pleasure in mentioning what I know to be true, that a 
great change has taken place in the views of people in 
relation to this matter ; they have learnt from tiiose best 
qualified to know, that thousands of dollars have pibba^ 
bly been paid every year in Boston, by inncK^ent men, 
rather than have their names brought before the public 
in such a connection. But this method of obtaining 
money under false pretences, or, as it is technically 
termed, ^ black-mailing," is far less conunon since my 
trial and acquittal ; for the public mind is now so much 
enlightened on the subject that an innocent man is well 
aware that very little credit is given to such accusations, 
and therefore instead of paying hush-money, he enters a 
complaint against his accusers, which usually rosults in 
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the infliction of deserved punishment on the goiltji and 
without any stain on his own reputatioui or reproach on 
his family and Mends ; and with the knowledge which 
I now have, this is the course which I should have 
adopted, and which I would earnestly recommend to all 
who may hereafter be placed in similar circumstances. 
Let it be but diatinctly known beforehand that no money 
will be given these false accusers, but rather a complaint 
entered before the proper tribunal, and such accusations 
will be ^'few and far between." It is true, that in such 
a case, the law operates greatly to the disadvantage of 
the accused, and altogether in favor of the accuser ; for 
the man, however innocent he may be, is not allowed 
by law to testify in the matter, while his accuser has 
full liberty, and can be discredited only by an impeach- 
ment of her testimony ; and in some instances this may 
be quite a difficult, not to say hazardous, attempt And 
it was my knowledge of the existence of this law, which 
had no little influence on my course of action. Why u 
law, which seems to me so palpably unjust and unequal, 
should remain on our statute-book, is a question for our 
wise legislators to settle. * 

. Having made these preliminary remarks, I will now 
enter upon the history of my troubles.' From the time 
I declined the call at Newburyport, in 1833, till August, 
1841, nothing occurred worthy of special notice. On 
the twenty-seventh day of that month. Deacon Josiah 
Vinton made that most unrighteous and insulting attack 
upon me which I have described on the twelfth page of 
^< Iniquity Unfolded," and which it is unnecessary for 
me to repeat Indeed, all the circumstances connected 
with that transaction, — the supposed signals inviting 
me to my neighbor's house for a vile purpose, — Dea- 
con Vinton watehing me secreted behind a window- 
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blind with his neighbor's wife, and Deacon Drake at the 
same hour watching me firom the scuttle window on the 
roof of Us house, at two o'clock in the afternoon, when 
I was going in broad daylight to call on a virtuous 
family, without even suspecting that my deacons could 
be so employed in order to entrap their unoffending 
pastor, not having given me the least previous intima- 
tion in private that my calls on that family were exciting 
suspicion in the mind of any one, and thus telling me 
my fault alone, as the gospel directs, that I might explain 
my conduct, so that all further occasion tot evil surmis- 
ings might be avoided, — all this, I say, is not only fully 
stated in my pamphlet of 1844, but it has all been criti- 
cally examined and thoroughly sifted by six gentlemen 
chosen by mutual agreement, to hear the evidence and 
pass judgment in the case, as a board of reference ; and 
at the proper time and place I shall insert their result in 
full. 

When the deacons told me of the watehing scene 
just mentioned, I should not have been more surprised 
if they had suspected me of murder. I assured them 
that their suspicions were unfounded, snd made to them 
all the explanations which truth and honesty demanded 
But it availed nothing; their minds were made up. 
They however professed not to have the least desire to 
injure me ; they only wanted a new minister, having, 
as they said, lost all confidence in me. They were 
willing, as they said, that I should take the pastoral 
charge of any other church out of South Boston- 
Having myself felt a desire for years to be relieved of 
my deacons, I thought that Providence had now opened 
the way for me to request a dismission with a good 
conscience. Accordingly, I very unwisely entered into 
an arrangement with them, that if they would make no 



Zm 09 SV7. 2. B. TAIRCHnj). 9 

attack on my character by proclaiming their sn8picion6, 
I woold seek a new field of labor, and enter it as soon 
as possible. But their wicked and cniel assault so dis- 
tressed me, — the thought that my deacons, who, as I 
well knew, were my worst enemies, should place me in 
such a position, so affected my health in a short time, 
that I was not able to perform my pastoral labors ; and 
instead of seeking for a new parish, I was compelled to 
look after my health. In the opening of the spring of 
1842, finding my feebleness increasing, I made prepara- 
tion for a journey to Europe, to be absent, if necessary, 
one year. But the latter part of April, about two weeks 
before I designed to leave the country, the demand for 
money was made upon me by a former domestic, who 
was directed to come to me, as she ssdd, by a married sis- 
ter — which sister shared in the booty, as was afterwards 
proved in court — a domestic whom I had not seen or 
heard a word firom for about five months. I yielded to 
the demand, as is well known to my readers, and the 
circumstances connected with it I afterwards stated in 
fall in my pamphlet of 1844. This unhappy occurrence 
determined me at once to give up my contemplated 
European tour, and to journey in the southern and west- 
em parts of this country. Accordingly, I resigned my 
office as pastor of the Phillips Church, on the fifteenth 
day of May. When my letter of resignation was read 
in the presence of a large congregation, it took almost 
every one by surprise, except the deacons ; and if the 
people had then known what was the probable cause of 
my feeble health,-— that it was doubtless induced by the 
conduct of my deacons, in giving heed to the stories of 
a jealous watcher-woman residing in the neighborhood, 
and then turning watchers themselves, — if the congre- 
gation, I 8ay,liad been aware of this fact, the deacons 
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would not have appeared quite so much elated, as I was 
told they did, while my letter was being read. In that 
letter I gave the people the statistics of the church in a 
single paragraph, which I will here quote. In referring 
to the time when I took charge of the church, in Novem- 
ber, 1827, I said : " You were then a feeble band. The 
church consisted of only thirty-seven members, and such 
had been your trials and discouragements, that it was 
quite doubtfal, for some monttis, whether you would 
disband and give up the ground to be occupied by 
another denomination, or make one further effort to gain 
strength sufficient to retain your existence as a distinct 
church and society. Just at this interesting crisis a kind 
Providence directed my steps hither, and the conse- 
quence was that a united and pressing invitation was 
given me to become your pastor. By the advice and 
urgent request of the late Dr. Wisner, then pastor of the 
Old South Church, your invitation was accepted ; not 
because this was the most inviting field of labor that 
presented itself to my notice, nor because I was in pur- 
suit of ease, worldly honor, or interest; but because it 
was deeply impressed on my mind that duty to Christ 
required me to come and labor among you, hoping, un- 
der Gk)d, that I might be the means of saving you, as a 
church, from utter extinction. At that time, neither you 
nor I had much reason to expect that our connection 
would continue for more than three years. But it has 
continued for fourteen years and a half. And now be- 
hold what great things the Lord hath done for us. 
Since the time of my installation, we have admitted 
into membership in this church, three hundred and fifty- 
six; of this number, two hundred and fifty-one still 
remain connected with us, and the congregation has 
increased in about the same proportion." * 
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Within a few days I commenced my journey. On 
the second day of June a council convened for my dis- 
mission, at' which one, if not both the deacons were 
present; but they never uttered a word, or made the 
least insinuation against my moral character. The coun- 
cil dismissed me with clean papers, speaking of me in 
terms of high commendation, the deacons sitting silently 
by all the while, and believing me a knave and a hypo- 
crite ; thus allowing the council to send forth one whom 
they deemed ^< a wolf in sheep's clothing," to scatter and 
devour some innocent and unsuspecting flock. 

In my interviews with the deacons after learning what 
they had been doing, and before as well as after enter- 
ing into the agreement just mentioned, I assured them 
in the most unequivocal terms, that nothing could in- 
duce me to remain with them, even though they should 
make a suitable apology ; for I was so constituted that 
it was impossible for me ever to feel safe as pastor of 
that church, in connection with such deacons. I re- 
peatedly told them that I would not and could not 
remain, unless compelled to do so in order to vindicate 
my character from their aspersions, at the same time 
entreating them that if they had any charge which they 
ever intended to prefer and substantiate against me, to 
do it while I remained pastor of the church, that I might 
be in a suitable position to meet it. But they were not 
prepared, when the council met for my dismission, to 
violate their solemn promise to keep their suspicions to 
themselves, and so they deferred that treacherous act till 
after I was happily settled in Exeter. 

I must be permitted here to say that if this transac- 
tion were to occur again, I should take a very different 
course. If a deacon or any one else should ever come 
upon me again in like manner, depend upon it, there 
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would be no compromise between us; but I would meet 
the case- at once by demanding proof, or a retraction of 
the charge, or an investigation before some tribunal com- 
petent to try the case, and inflict deserved punishment. 
To enter into compromises under such circumstances 
with known enemies, though they may be deacons, is 
madness ; for they are not to be trusted. I should not 
probably do exactly as a brother clergyman told me he 
would. Said he, ^ if Deacon Vinton had come upon me 
in that manner, instead of. entering into compromises, I 
would have taken him by the collar of his coat, and drag- 
ged him to the first person I met, and then dared him to 
repeat, in the presence of that witness, what he had 
just said to me." But I was timid, — unaccustomed to 
contention, — thought much of my reputation, — was not 
a lawyer or a merchant, who could meet such an attack 
with less injury, but a teacher of religion and morals, 
whose influence would be greatly impaired if his purity 
were even suspected. But I can now only say as I did 
about the payment of hush-money, << what is done, can- 
not be undone." 



CHAPTER II. 

I BBTUBNSD firom my journey early in September, with 
my health somewhat improved, but still quite feeble. I 
preached occasionally one sermon on the Sabbath, as a 
labor of love for some neighboring pastor ; and during 
most of the months of December and January, I was 
able to supply the pulpit of a vacant church in Maiden. 
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JDoiing this period, Rev. William W. Patton was or- 
dained as my successor over the Phillips Church, though 
tbe deacons so managed, in order to show me their con- 
tempt, as to prevent an invitation being extended to me 
to sit as a member of the ordaining council, which 
excited a good deal of feeling and inquiry, both within 
and without th6 council. In February I received an 
invitation to preach to the First Church in Exeter. As 
my health was not ftdly confirmed, I consented to oc- 
cupy their pulpit from the first of March till September, 
with the understanding that if my health should be 
restored, and they should then desire it, I would consent 
to become their settled pastor. Accordingly I received 
a call after laboring among them about six months, and 
was installed on the twentieth day of September, 1843. 
Rev. N. Adams preached the sermon, Dr. Codman gave 
the charge, and Rev. Hubbard Winslow addressed the 
people. Soon after this, I was notified by a friend of 
mine residing in Boston, that Deacon Vinton and others 
were circulating stories to my injury. And on inquiry 
I was Satisfied that the pledges given me by the deacons 
had been violated. Passing over what took place from 
that time till March, by way of correspondence and 
otherwise, I would here state that two anonymous let- 
ters came into the post-office at Exeter, dated the one 
March fifteenth, and the other March twenty-ninth, 
addressed to Rev. Henry JeweU, the minister of the 
Universalist Society, and James Burley, Esq., a leading 
member of the same society, and cashier of the Granite 
Bank. Both these letters contained the grossest slan- 
ders respecting me, and referred to the deaeons of the 
Phillips Church, South Boston, as their authority. 
Messrs. Jewell and Burley kept these letters to them- 
selves and said nothing, contrary to the expectation of 

2 
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the writersi who doubtless supposed that as these gen- 
tlemen were Universalists, they would rejoice to find 
something against an Orthodox clergyman. But the 
anonymous writers, finding that they could not set the 
stories in circulation in this way, soon fell upon another 
expedient. Accordingly, on the sixteenth day of April, 
an anonymous printed circular came into the post-office, 
headed <^A Wolf in Sheep's Clothing," and signed 
** Epaphromtus," directed to some thirty or forty heads 
of families in the town. This was a long document, 
abounding in vile and slanderous assertions, — alluding 
to the agreement between the deacons and myself and 
again referring to them as authority. 

This infamous circular being thus inl3X>duced into the 
fiunilies of the village, soon brought together the leading 
members of my church for consultation. As the circu- 
lar was anonymous, it was at first deemed unworthy of 
notice. It was argued by the brethren that if the deacons 
of the Phillips Church had any thing against my moral 
character, they ought, as honest men, to have made the 
£Bkct known to the people of Exeter before my iifttalla- 
tion, and not have suffered me to leave South Boston 
with such high testimonials of character, and thus prac- 
tise a gross imposition upon them, especially as I had 
been laboring among them for six months previous to 
my installation, as the deacons well knew ; and moreover 
knowing the very day appointed for the ceremony to 
take place, and Uie very clergymen in their immediate 
vicinity who were to take part in the installing services. 
But inasmuch as the deacons of the Phillips Church 
were so explicitly and boldly referred to, it was thought 
best that two of the brethren should visit South Boston 
to make inquiry into the matter. They did so ; and on 
their retom reported that the circular was got up by my 
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personal enemies, who were bent on my rain. On in- 
qniring of the neighbors they ascertained the hostile 
feelings of the deacons towards me, and also of the 
Dmiham family. They had a personal interview with 
Mr. Dunham ; and they afterwards published a state- 
ment of what he said, from which I take the following 
extract : ^ We called at the house of Josiah Dunham for 
the purpose of ascertaining what Mr. Dunham would 
say in relation to an anonymous circular which had 
been distributed, defamatory to the character of Rev. 
Mr. Faircluld. Mr. Dunham, without any hesitation, 
denied all knowledge of the circular, both in respect to 
its author, origin, or publication. He said that Mr. 
Fairchild was a rascal and a villain, and he could prove 
it. He is as big a rascal as ever wore a black coat ; and 
I will leave no stone unturned until I get him out of the 
pulpit Down with him, and tell what I say every- 
where. It was evident from this conversation that Mr. 
Dunham was the determined foe of Mr. Fairchild ; and 
although he denied all knowledge of the circular, he yet 
voluntarily made charges of a character equally severe.'' 
When afterwards the deacons were questioned on the 
subject, they made the same denial. Nobody seemed 
to know where the circular came from; and it is with- 
out acknowledged paternity to this day. But as it 
got into the post-office, and into many of the families 
at Exeter, and as it could not possibly be without 
parentage, every reader must be left to draw his own 
inference as to its origin. I do not wish my worst 
enemy unjustly to suffer the imputation and disgrace of 
being the author of that foul and ignominious publica- 
tion. But I shall soon have occasion to mention other 
pubbcations equally foul and ignominious, the authors 
of which are well known, notwithstanding their artful 
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and unbecoming attempts at concealment. Shortly 
after the return of these two brethren to Exeter, and 
their report of what they had ascertained at South Bos- 
ton, I was satisfied that the deacons and Dunhams had 
gone so far, and said so much, that there must be an 
investigation. Accordingly, I requested, through Rev. 
N. Adams of Boston, then my Mend, that he would 
advise as to what method had better be taken to inves- 
tigate the matter. At his suggestion, and with the con- 
sent of the deacons, the board of reference ahready men- 
tioned, was constituted, and the case referred to them 
for their final action and decision. 

The referees met at South Boston on the eighth day 
of May, 1844. They examined critically and thoroughly 
all the evidence. They held three long and tedious 
sessions, commencing each day soon after two o'clock, 
and continuing till nearly midnight They gave full 
liberty to the deacons to say aU they had to say, not 
only about my deportment while a resident of South 
Boston, but also about my imputed misconduct when I 
was pastor of the church in East Hartford. They did 
not restrict the deacons at all, but allowed them to be- 
gin, if they chose, a» one of the referees expressed it, 
" firom the fall of Adam, and come down to .the present 
time." And w^hen they closed, the chairman asked 
them, " Gentlemen, have you done ? Is this all ? " 
They answered, " Y«?5." 

My readers may here wish to know what was meant 
by my delinquencies at East Hartford. I feel it due to 
them as well as to myself, to make a brief statement 
with regard to that matter. Soon after my return from 
the West, in the fall of 1842, Deacon Vinton read to me 
certain detached parts of a letter which he had received 
from somebody in Connecticut, which seemed to cast 
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some suspicion on my character. But I could not pre- 
vail on him to name the author, or let me read the 
letter. But from a remark incidentally made by him, I 
inferred that it came from East Hartford. I immedi- 
ately wrote a letter to the Rev. Samuel Spring, my 
successor in the ministry there, to ascertain from him 
whether he could give me any information on the sub- 
ject. He replied that Deacon Vinton had written to 
him, and that he had returned an answer, and expressed 
a wish that I could read it He assured me that there 
was nothing in it, taken as a whole, which could be 
construed to my injury. And from his account of it, 
the deacon's letter must have been not a little crafty 
and deceptive. I then wrote to Mr. Spring again, 
stating to him at some length the course which my 
deacons had pursued towards me. He wrote me a 
second letter, dated January 14th, 1843, from which 
I will take a single extract. ^' I authorize ^ou to say to 
him," (Deacon Vinton,) " from me, using this or my 
last letter, or both or neither, as you please, for proof, 
that no charge of a criminal nature was brought before 
the council at the time of your dismission ; nor was a 
whisper uttered derogatory to your character as a Chris- 
tian minister; nor did a thought, so far as I know, ever 
enter the mind of one of them that would implicate 
your purity or morality in any respect. This, I think, 
my dear brother, will correct any misapprehension which 
my letter may possibly have occasioned. And there is 
one reason why it should be in your possession rather 
than in his. ik might not be disposed to use it at all 
Men are usually not prompt to correct their own mis- 
takes." Of the truth of this last remark, my readers 
will find abundant proof as they peruse this volume, 
not only in reference to deacons, but pastors of churches. 
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After the evidence was all in, and the deacons had 
nothing more to say, the referees, having been alone an 
hour or two, to ascertain each other's views, adjourned 
from the tenth to the fifteenth day of May, to meet in 
Boston, at the house of Rev. Mr. Winslow, there to 
make up their final judgment in the case. They met 
accordingly, and having sat in secret session from the 
early part of the evening till ajfler midnight, they came 
to the following unanimous result : — 

At the request of the Rev. J. H. Fairchild, of Exeter, New 
Hampshire, the undersigned met at South Boston, on the 8th 
of May, 1844, to investigate charges made against his moral 
character, in an anonymous circular which had been recently 
distributed in Exeter and elsewhere. 

In this circular, the deacons of the Phillips Church in South 
Boston were referred to as having facts in their possession sus- 
taining the aforesaid charges. 

Having been applied to by members of the Rev. Mr. Fair- 
child's church, in Exeter, to communicate these facts, the dea- 
cons of Phillips Church properly declined to do so, except in 
the presence of Rev. Mr. Fairchild. Accordingly, the under- 
signed were requested by him, with the concurrence of the dea- 
cons at South Boston, to hear these facts with him, and with two 
brethren of his church in Exeter. 

The deacons of the Phillips Church then stated that they did 
not know the origin of the circular, and that there were asser- 
tions in it which they believed to be utterly false. They dis- 
avowed any intention or wish to injure the reputation of Mr. 
Fairchild, and stated that though impressions had been made 
upon them by what had come to their knowledge derogatory to 
his character, they had been cautious and reserved, (and as 
some might think to a fault,) in not making a public disclosure 
of them, or of the circumstances from which they were derived. 
But now, as they had been referred to in the circular,' and had 
been appealed to by members of the church in Exeter, they 
were willing, if requested by Mr. Fairchild, to state all the 
facts within their knowledge which had served to excite against^ 
him suspicions of conduct or intentions inconsistent with the 
Christian character. 

The deacons of Phillips Church, at the request of Mr. Fair- 
chUd, then made a statement, accompanied with the testimony 
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of other indiyiduals, members of said church. A correspoDd- 
ence of great length, growing out of the facts in question, was 
also read. 

Afler a protracted and laborious invesdgation of all the par- 
ticulars touching this subject, the undersigned are constrained 
to saj that the circumstances brought to view as tending to ex- 
cite suspicion against the Rev. Mr. Fairchild, do not impair our 
confidence in his moral or Christian character. In this remark, 
we include also aUeged misconduct on his part while pastor of 
a church in East Hartford, Connecticut ; and we are happj to 
state that after a severe and thorough scrutiny, nothing has ap- 
. peared in any part of his life which prevents us from according 
to him our full confidence as a minister of Christ 

We are happy, therefore, to assure the church in Exeter, 
under the care of Rev. Mr. Fairchild, that so far as our knowl- 
edge extends, they may continue to cherish an undiminished 
confidence in him. 

We indulge the hope that our judgment in the case, having 
been virtually though not formally invited by those who have 
submitted the testimony, will have weight with them, and that 
the Rev. Mr. Fairchild will be able to pursue the work of the 
ministry with his former faithfulness and success. 

H. WiNSLOW, 

N. Adams, 
W. A. Stearks, 
Tho. M. Vinson, 
Natr^l Dana, 
Daniel Notes. 
BoSTOK, May 15th, 1844. 

A true copy — Attest, W. A. Stearns, Scribe. 

This restdt was to the deacons a most afHictive dis- 
pensation of Providence. Perhaps no calamity had 
ever befallen them during their preceding life, to which 
they submitted with so ill a grace. But they seem to 
have recovered very soon £rom their shock, and to have 
entered on their enterprise again in another direction, 
with new life and zeal. Just one month to a day after 
the result of the referees was signed and delivered, I 
received at Exeter a letter from Bev. N. Adams, inform- 
ing me that certain papers had been put.into his hands 
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accosmg me of improper connection with a female who 
had been my servant-maid some two or three years be- 
fore. The papers, as it afterwards appeared, were pro- 
cured at the instance of Deacon Drake, and canried by 
him to Rev. Afr. Aiken, then pastor of Park Street 
Church, and by Mr. Aiken to Mr. Adams. The letter 
giving me this information, came into my hands on 
Saturday the fifteenth of June, 1844. I took the first 
train of cars on Monday morning, Mrs. Fairchild ac- 
companying me, and arrived at the house of Mr. Adams 
about nine o'clock. I was in due time admitted into 
his library, where I found all save one of the referees 
whp had just sat on my case. Rev. Mr. Steams, then 
of Cambridgeport, but now president of Amherst Col- 
lege, was absent on a journey. But before my arrival, 
as was afterwards testified by Col. Vinson, Dr. Adams 
called on the colonel at his place of business to take 
him in his chaise to his library to meet the other 
referees, and while on the way thither he remarked to 
the colonel, ^ In the other case the matter was very clear. 
But in this case, I do not see one chance in a hundred 
for Brother Fairchild's escape." This he said before he 
had seen me or heard of my arrival. When I entered 
his house, as I have been told, he expressed great sur- 
prise. He doubtless expected that I should be so 
Mghtened on ihe receipt of his letter, that instead of 
turning my face towards Boston, I should turn it in an 
opposite direction. I will, however, do him the justice 
to say that he remarked to one of the referees, that my 
voluntary appearance at his house that morning brought 
great relief to his mind. But it would seem that his 
relief lasted only till the next day. 

The papers containing the charges against me were 
read by Dr. Adams. I will here relate what then took 



IIFB OF BKV. J. H. VAIRCHIIiD. 21 

place by qtK>iing from the testimony of Col. Vinson on 
the stand in court. ^ Mr. Fairchild was asked by Mr. 
Adams if he wrote the letter just read? He replied 
that he did, and called for the reading of his first letter 
to her. Mr. Adams replied that it had been destroyed. 
Mr. Fairchild expressed great regret at its destruction, 
and said that letter would explain why he had written 
this, and that it was a conspiracy to destroy him. Dr. 
Adams then said it was strange that he did not upbraid 
her and her associates for their conspiracy. Mr. Fair- 
child replied that he charged it home upon them as hard 
as he could, and if that letter was produced it would 
show it Dr. Adams questioned him very closely as to 
what connection of any sort or kind he had ever had 
with her which could have led her to make such a charge 
against him. Mr. Fairchild denied, in the most un- 
equivocal manner, that he had ever had any carnal 
knowledge of her. He said that her charges were a 
tissue of falsehoods from beginning to end, and that he 
never touched the girl." This is the principal part of 
the colonel's testimony in relation to this point And 
it agrees essentially with his testimony as noted down 
at the time by Mr. Clifford, my senior counsel. 

The referees remained a sh^rt time together for con- 
sultation; and their advice on the whole was that I 
should get those persons indicted as conspirators. Ac- 
cordingly, I called in the afternoon on Bradford Sumner, 
Esq., who was at that time almost the only counsellor 
at the Suffolk bar with whom I had any acquaintance. 
I stated the case to him, and asked his advice. After 
making many inquiries, and examining and cross-ex- 
amining me very critically and thoroughly, he saw, or 
thought he saw, a deep laid plot to accomplish my ruin. 
He said that I must proceed with caution ; for he well 
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knew what an unscrapaloaB aet I had to deal with. He 
said that if I got them indicted, they would also get me 
indicted ; and I understood him to say that the fact of 
their being indicted first would not make it sure that 
they woold be tried first He further said that if my 
enemies could by any means convict me of perjury they 
would do it, for the purpose of inflicting on me all the 
pains and penalties of perjury, and thus accomplish my 
ruin. Not being willing to run such a risk, I returned 
to report to Mr. Adams. He was not satisfied with this 
advice, and expressed a wish that I could consult Afr. 
Choate. I did not, however, call on any other lawyer, 
but concluded to return to Exeter in the cars next 
morning. I spent the night with Mr. Adams. During 
the evening he went over to South Boston to ascertain 
what was going on there* He called on Deacon Drake 
and learnt that preparation was being made to get me 
indicted. He returned and reported accordingly; and 
though he had obtained the deacon's promise that 
nothing further should be done at present, yet my con- 
fidence in his promises being gone, and being so ignorant 
of the forms of law in such matters as not to know but 
that any city ofiicer of the police had authority to arrest 
me at the bare request o£iDeaoon Drake, on the repre- 
sentation made by him that I was about to leave the 
State. I was therefore apprehensive that I might be 
arrested in the morning before I could reach the depot 
I retired at ten o'clock, but not to sleep; having pre- 
viously made arrangements with Mr. Adams to leave his 
house at half-past six o'clock in the morning, not expect- 
ing to see him again. Soon after daylight I arose, and 
went for a carriage to convey Mrs. Fairchild and myself 
to the depot The carriage was to be there precisely at 
half-past six o'clock ; the time had nearly arrived, and I 
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was frequently going to the front door or window to look 
out for the ccmriage at the head of the court, as it could 
not enter the court on account of obstructions occasioned 
by building materials lying scattered around. The ex- 
cited state of mind in which I then was, the reader can 
better imagine than I describe. At this moment Mr. 
Adams came down from his chamber. This circum- 
stance I well recollect ; but I have no distinct recollection 
of any thing which took place after he entered the room 
where I was. Mrs. Fairchild and Dr. Adams are the 
only witnesses of what then transpired. He says that 
he took me into the back parlor, and there put to me a 
certain question, and that I gave him no answer. He 
further says that if I had answered the question to his 
satisfaction, he would have stood by me to the death, if 
all others had forsook me ; but as I was silent, the im- 
pression of my guilt was fastened on his mind, which 
he has never been able to get rid of. I had answered 
the question the day before in the presence of the 
referees, in the most unequivocal manner, as was proved 
by Colonel Vinton, whose testimony I have just related. 
In reply to all this, Mr. Adams says that I was not ex- 
cited, — that when he came down from his chamber I 
was calmly reading a newspaper ! To this statement 
Mrs. Fairchild gives an unqualified denial. I leave the 
reader to judge between them. Skre is the starting point 
of Mr. Adarn^s opposition tome; and I beg every reader to 
bear this fact distinctly in ndnd^ as it will enable him to ac^ 
count for certain transactions soon to be narrated^ which 
oiherwise trill be wholly inexplicable. 

I will now quote a paragraph from my pamphlet 
^ Iniquity Unfolded" ^ In this state of mind I returned 
to Exeter, hardly knowing where I was, or where I had 
been. When I look back to that period there seems a 



24 BBHABKABLB INCiBBlSrrS IK THB 

mist of confiision and indistinctness about it which I 
cannot explain, except on the ground that my mind was 
then in an incipient state of derangement which soon 
became complete, to the utter dethronement of my rea- 
son. Scarcely knowing what I did, (for I considered 
myself a ruined man,) I called my church together, made 
a brief statement of my case, asserted my innocence, 
resigned my office, and before morning became a raving 
maniac! JSarly on the second morning I made the 
attempt on my life, which was described by Dr. Perry 
before the council. The loss of blood soon restored my 
reason ; and I verily believed that my days and troubles 
were ended, — that my enemies had 'accomplished all 
they could do, and would of course be satisfied, though 
I fervently prayed theny and do notr, that God would 
forgive them their wrongs to a man who had never de- 
signedly injured them, or thrown a straw in their way. 
After my recovery, I was told that my derangement 
broke out in all its fiiry sometime after midnight, and 
that when the doctor and other gentlemen came in I 
was afraid of them till assured that they were my 
fideifds, and that I then embraced them with much 
affection, and inquired with great agitation and terror 
whether Vinton and Drake were there ; entreating that 
if they were, I might be kept fix)m them; but not even 
then expressing the least enmity towards them, or any 
desire to injure them." 

During that very day on the morning of which I left 
the house of Mr. Adams, a clergyman from a neighbor- 
ing town called to see him, to whom he told the story. 
The clergyman said that he could not believe it. Mr. 
Adams replied that there was no doubt about it, and by 
way of confirmation added, — " I saw the pict\ire of hell 
in his countenance." Soon after this, in a conversation 
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with Dr. Burgess of Dedham, and speaking confidently 
of my guilty he said, — " When Mr. Fairchild left my 
door that morning, I followed him with my eye up the 
conrt, and I could not help saying to myself, — there 
goes hell." 

Soon after the sad occurrence at Exeter just men- 
tioned, which happened the twentieth day of June, the 
Suffolk South Association, of which I was then a mem- 
ber, held a special meeting, and appointed a committee 
to investigate this matter and report at a future meet- 
ing. This committee consisted of Rev. Messrs. Samuel 
H. Riddel, Edward Beecher, and Austin Phelps ; but as 
Mr. Phelps declined serving. Dr. Adams was appointed 
in his place. Mr. Riddel was chosen chairman. 

About two weeks after the above-named incident, so 
nearly fatal to my life, I received a letter firom the chair- 
man, dated July 5th, summoning me to meet that com- 
mittee at a room in the Marlboro^ Hotel, to cohfiront my 
accusers. I will here quote the first paragraph : " Sir, 
the committee appointed by the Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation to investigate the charges made against you, 
have fixed upon Tuesday, July 9th, instant, at ten 
o'clock, A. M., as the time when they will give you an 
opportunity to meet your accusers face to face in the 
presence of the committee ; and to bring forward any 
testimony or other evidence which you may have to 
produce in your own vindication against said cl^arges." 
When this letter was received I was still very feeble. 
What testimony or evidence the chairman thought I 
could produce in so short a time is utterly beyond my 
power to conceive. But, feeble as I then was, I at first 
agreed to obey the summons. But my persecutors at 
South Boston, probably aware that I might come, had 
succeeded a few days before, as I was credibly informed, 

3 
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in obtaining an indictment against me, doubtless for the 
purpose of seizing me on my arrival in Boston. This, 
among other reasons, determined me to submit my case 
to an ecclesiastical council as soon as I could make the 
necessary preparation, to be convened at Exeter. 

It was well that I did not go to meet the committee 
on the 10th of July, for, as it afterwards appeared, my 
case was at that very time before the grand-jury, and 
Messrs. Adams and Beecher, two of the committee, had 
been to testify against me. And one of the police officers, 
who was at the time frequently passing in and out of 
the jury room, told me, years afterwards, that the grand- 
jury were disposed at first to look kindly on my case, — 
that they did not seem to give much credit to the testi- 
mony of my principal accuser, and that if Messrs. Adams 
and Beecher had not testified against me, he did not 
believe that I should have been indicted. He said he 
saw them walking up and down the hall arm in arm, 
and he overheard one say to the other, " we will fix Fair- 
child." Whether this gentleman misstated the case to me 
or not, certain I am that one or both of them were there 
to testify. And aU the circumstances connected with 
that affair go to show that if they had not been there, 
no indictment would have been found. And they had 
directed their chairman to summon me to a room in 
Marlboro' Hotel, professedly to meet my accusers face to 
face, when they well knew that the real object was to 
give the officer an opportunity to arrest me. For what 
other purpose could they have wished me to meet my 
accusers at such a time and place ? Were they a suit- 
able body to try me, with their minds made up, and 
regarding me as "hell," — yea, as "hell incarnate?" 
IBesides, what right, civil or ecclesiastical, had that com- 
mittee to summon me to meet my accusers face to fieuse 
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before them, that they might examine the evidence and 
investigate the charges ? They knew they had no such 
authority. It was to entrap me ; but they did not suc- 
ceed. They did not have the pleasure of seeing me led 
by a sheriff through the streets of Boston as a felon. 
This is not the first instance in which << God hath dis- 
appointed the devices of the crafty, so that they could 
not perform their enterprise." 

Moreover, at the very time when the grand-jury were 
in session with my case before them, Messrs. Adams 
and Riddel came to see me at Exeter, and immediately 
requested Mrs. Fairchild to leave the room, as they 
wished to converse with me alone. They did so, and 
tried in every possible way to worm out of m^ a con- 
fession ; Mr. Adams virtually put me under oath for this 
purpose. But I had nothing to confess, and so they 
returned as wise as they went, only Dr. Adams stated 
afterwards that while I persisted in denying the charges, 
the denial was made in such . a tone of voice as was 
quite painful to him, and impressed him very unfavora- 
bly. On their return, Dr. Adams went to the grand- 
jury room ; and Colonel Vinson happened to see him as 
he was going in, and, knowing that he had been to see 
me at Exeter, he asked him, " What does Mr. Fairchild 
say now?" He replied, "He says he is not guilty." 
He then went in to testify to his impressions ; and a 
majority of the jurymen voted to indict me. 

When the committee ascertained that I was deter- 
mined to have a council, their chairman wrote me a 
note, only three weeks from the time of my derange- 
ment, stating that " the Association will not come to 
their result in the case until after the meeting of the 
council, if that council is held soon, K it could be con- 
vened as soon as Wednesday next week, it would be 
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desirable. The more promptly you meet the case the 
better." " The Association will not come to their 
result," says this sapient chairman ! Pray what result 
had they to come to ? They had nothing more to do 
with me in the way of discipline than a conmiittee of 
the Suffolk bar would have to try a man for murder 
without judge or jury. And it was their attempt to 
assume power* not belonging to them which has occa- 
sioned so much trouble. But I well knew that they had 
an irresponsible power which was tremendous, and that 
any member of the association who should refuse to do 
their bidding, was a doomed man. I concluded from 
Mr. Riddel's letter that there was a determination on the 
part of the committee to cause my expulsion from the 
Asspciation, "if the council was not held soon.^^ And 
to have the fact come before the council that I had been 
expelled, I knew must operate greatly to my disadvan- 
tage ; and therefore I consented to assemble them sev- 
eral weeks before it was possible for me, in my feeble 
state, to be properly prepared. Though I had then re- 
signed my office, and was not preaching or doing any 
injury to the church, or the ministry, or anybody else, 
still the council must be called soonj or the Association^ 
in their usurped authority, would result in my expulsion 
from their body without further ceremony. 
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CHAPTER III. 

Well, a council was called to meet at Exeter, 
on Wednesday, July 24th, 1844. Seventeen churches, 
by their pastors and delegates, were invitee^. They 
met and organized by the choice of Rev. Dr. Dana 
as moderator, and Rev. Dr. Dimmick as scribe. Pre- 
vious to the issuing of the letters-missive, the Suffolk 
South Association, by the advice of their committee, 
sent a letter to the church in Exeter, requesting that in 
the letter calling the council, their committee might be 
recognized. The Association tell the church in their 
letter that they are ready to send their " committee to 
communicate to said council the result of their investi- 
gations in Mr. Fairchild's case, and furnish such evidence 
. as they have obtained, and bring such witnesses as they 
might think necessary." When this letter was put into 
my hands by the committee of my church, I thought it 
contained a singular request. I supposed that any one 
and every one who knew any thing against my moral 
character, touching the case to come before that council, 
would have full liberty to come, and to bring as many 
witnesses as they could find, without sending a note 
requesting to be invited by the First Church in Exeter. 
However, as a matter of courtesy, I permitted the invi- 
tation to be given, (for without my permission it could 
not have been done, as I was one of the parties con- 
cerned). So they were recognized in the letter-missive 
to which I appended my name. But I supposed when 
I signed that letter that those gentlemen were my warm 
Mends. I had no suspicion that they were plotting and 
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planning my ruin. Alas! how true is the following 
declaration of the prophet : " Take ye heed every one of 
his neighbor, and trust ye not in any brother ; for every 
brother will utterly supplant, and every neighbor will 
walk with slanderers." Mrs. Fairchild too, was fre- 
quently in Boston about that time looking up evidence ; 
and she always called on those gentlemen to report pro- 
gress and get advice. I never dreamed that they had 
been before the grand-jury, and had caused me to l>e 
indicted, and that they wanted to get hitched on to the 
council that they might be in a better position to pro- 
cure my conviction. Mr. Riddel had called on me but 
a short time before the council met, and appeared very 
kind and cordial I showed him my principal evidence, 
and expressed to him my strong confidence that my 
evidence was such as to lead the council to acquit me. 
The thought that he was all this time watching for my 
halting, never entered my mind. I told him who were 
invited to sit on the council. He expressed his surprise ^ 
that I had not named Dr. Burgess ; for, said he, '< the 
doctor is very friendly to you." This remark determined 
me to add his name to the letter-missive. But, behold! 
his object in giving this advice was to change the views 
of Dr. Burgess. He knew that the doctor was strongly 
opposed to their doings, and was not-ready to condenm 
me without a hearing. And Mr. Riddel doubtless 
thought that if Dr. Burgess could only hear the girl's 
story she would convince him as easily as she had the 
committee of the Association. In this advice he did 
me great service, <' though he meant not so, neither did 
his heart think so." 

But soon after the council opened, I ascertained what 
had brought them there. The question was asked by 
Olie of the council, in what capacity the conunittee of 
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the Association appeared before them? Mr. Riddel 
answered that ^ Mr. Adams was to open the case,— 
that he himself was to examine the witnesses, « — and 
Dr. Beecher was to sum np the evidence, and bring it 
before the council in its proper connection, to enable 
them now to act." Dr. Beecher said that ^' he had come 
there to get at the truth, let it cut where and whom it 
might ; " and, in effect, told the council that unless they 
put me down, I should be a mill-stone about their necks. 
He gave them distinctly to understand that an indict- 
ment had been found against me in Boston. All this 
and more was said and done before a single witness 
was examined. The conmiittee had already tried and 
condemned me. They only wanted the council to do 
what they as a conunittee could not do, namely, to carry 
into execution their own judgment, by publicly deposing 
me from the ministry. If any of my readers should 
deem me uncharitable in these remarks, will they not be 
kind enough to withhold their censure till they have 
finished my book? 

But the best commentary on the doings of this com- 
mittee which I have ever seen, is contained in a review 
of the result of the Exeter council, written by one of our 
most respectable clergymen, who was present to see and 
bear and judge for himself, and to whom I shall ever 
feel and acknowledge my great indebtedness for his able 
defence of an injured brother, though, at that time, we 
were entire strangers to each other. The review was 
signed Justus ; but I soon ascertained that it was writ- 
ten by the Rev. Nathan Munroe, then pastor of the 
church in West Bradford. It had a powerful effect on 
the public mind, opening the eyes of multitudes to the 
great injustice which had been done. Not that there 
was any studied and designed injustice on the part of 
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a majority of that council ; certainly not till after they 
had published their result But a wrong may be done 
unintentionally, and very conscientiously too, quite as 
injurious as if done designedly and wilfully. Rev. Dr. 
Dimmick, scribe of the council, who voted against me 
at Exeter, doubtless felt that something must be done 
to wipe off the reproach which Mr. Munroe's review 
justly cast upon the majority of that council for the 
solemn farce which they had there enacted. I think that 
very few ever read Dr. Dimmick's review without 
plainly perceiving that his great object was to defend 
the council, lest their dignity should suffer, and their 
influence diminish by the revelation of the fact that they 
were not infallible, but erring men. He seemed to pre- 
fer that the decision of the council should remain unim- 
peached, rather than open his eyes to the new evidence 
which soon came to light, and which all could see, ex- 
cept those who had committed themselves against me 
on one-sided testimony. I am well aware of the un- 
bounded influence which the committee of the Associa- 
tion had over Dr. Dimmick. Had I been in his position, 
and having the same confidence in Dr. Adams which he 
then had, and which I had before I witnessed his con- 
duct in the presence of the Exeter council, I might have 
been led, very innocently, into the same mistake as was 
Dr. Dimmick. I wish I had room enough in my book 
to insert each of these reviews entire, that every reader, 
might judge for himself of their comparative merits. 
But as this cannot be done, I will here take a single 
extract from that of Dr. Dimmick, and possibly before I 
close I may have occasion to quote from it again. Mr. 
Munroe had spoken in his review of the new light which 
was beginning to dawn on the subject, and which might 
put a new face upon things more favorable to me. To 
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this Dr. Dimmick replies thus : ^^ It is unfortunate for 
the reviewer that the further light which begins to shine 
up in regard to this matter, shines darkness upon his 
cause." What was light to JVfr. Munroe was pitch- 
darkness .to Dr. Dimmick. And even since my trial 
before the council at Exeter, and honorable acquittal in 
court, I am not aware that Mr. Dimmick has yet seen 
any thing but darkness. If he has obtained any new 
light on the subject, he has not made that fact known 
to me. 

I just now referred to Mr. Munroe's commentary on 
the doings of the committee of the Association before 
the council at Exeter. I will here quote it He says : — 

It is a circmnstance worthy of note in the case before us, 
that a committee from a ministerial association should have been 
allowed so much influence in the trial, and, we may say, to do 
so much of the work that properly belonged to the coundL 
Whether or not they were commissioned to do this by the body 
from which they came, they in reality acted the part of prosect^ 
tort. They cross-examined Mr. Fairchild's witnesses, and to a 
considerable extent, controlled the action of the council. They 
precluded the accused, by their objections, from the assistance 
of a lawyer in the examination of witnesses, who was to be in- 
troduced iwta$a lawyer^ but as a counsellor, and one acquainted 
with evidence, — and this was done when it was as clear as day 
that Mr. Fairchild was without the conmion preparation for de- 
fence, while the committee had all their charges and evidence 
arranged in the most careful manner. 

The disadvantage which Mr. Fairchild suffered from want 
of aid from some one accustomed to examine witnesses, was 
very apparent, and made a deep impression on some of the 
spectators. A gentleman of the bar who was present, is said to 
have expressed his deep regret at seeing the principal witness 
retire without a more rigorous cross-examinadon. He deemed 
such an examination essential to a knowledge of the facts in the 
case. 

Now there is no reason to complain of the committee for 
being present, or for presenting any charges which they might 
deem proper to prefer against the accused. They were there 
by invitation of Mr. Fairchild and the church in JSxeter. But 
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to the part thej acted, we think there were objections. Thej 
seem to us to have erred in acting as prosecutors^ in cross-ex- 
amining Mr, Fairchild*s witnesses, and in attempting to give 
direction to the proceedings of the council Thej seem to have 
felt themselves empowered to do this bj the authority of their 
association, to which Mr. Fairchild belonged. But what is a 
ministerial association, or what power has it to act, before, or ia 
connection with an ecdesiastical council which does not belong to 
any and every individual member of the church or the commu- 
nity ? We were surprised at the view which the committee 
appeared to have taken of their power and right to act in the 
case. One of them remarked, that '<as a member of the Suffolk 
Association," he should state the truth, let it cut where it would. 
He was bound to state the truth, but not because he was a 
'^ member of the association." Let it be understood, that we do 
not find fault with the committee for presenting any charges or 
evidence which they might see fit to present. They had a right 
to do this if admitted by the council, but no other right than be- 
longed to any one who had evidence in his possession against 
Mr. Fairchild. The association had a right to deal with Mr. 
Fairchild as a member of their own body, and to exclude him 
from it ; but they had no power, as an associationy to do any 
thing more. The appearance of the committee was, we think, 
evidence to those present that they were convinced of Mr. Fair- 
child's guilt ; still it should be remembered, that their judgment 
must have been made up in the absence of important evidence. 
They knew nothing, it would seem, of the evidence from Edge- 
combe, before they went to Exeter. 

We certainly do not wbh to do the committee any injustice 
in saying that they had prejudged the case ; we only say what 
has been told to us by their friends, and members of their asso- 
ciation. We may be wrong, but we think their judgment in th^ 
case, and the course they pursued before the council, have done 
more than all the evidence that was adduced to place the ac- 
cused in his present position before the public. 

Another thing deserving of notice is, that before the council 
assembled, and during its session, the idea was kept constantly 
before the community, and before the council, that a bill had 
already been found against the accused by the grand-jury of 
Suffolk, and that his case was immediately to come before the 
court in Boston. The subject was talked over in the council, 
and the committee gave the council to understand, (informally 
it may be,) that the District Attorney was only deferring action 
in the case till the decision of the council was had* 
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Now we hardly need ask what effect such an impression must 
have had on the minds and proceedings of the council ? It 
must have been greatlj against Mr. Fairchild. Every effort to 
vindicate his course, or make his innocence appear, must have 
been made by the council, if made at all, under the fear of 
being convicted by the court of attempting to screen a guilty 
man from the just consequences of his guilt This influence, we 
think, could not be slight on the minds of the counciL They 
wished to do justice, but they had a commendable dread of 
covering up iniquity. And they were fearful that they should be 
thought to do so. This last is not said to their reproach, but 
simply as what we doubt not was the fact. It was evident, we 
think, to all observers, that this impression operated greatly to 
Mr. FairchOd's disadvantage before the counciL 

I will now go back' a little, and inform the reader 
how, and by what influences, this girl was induced 
publicly to accuse me. She was then the unmarried 
mother of a child nearly two years old, as was well 
known by her friends in this city at the time. She had 
been excommunicated for her offence, from the Rev. 
William H. Shailer's church, in Brookline. The deacons 
of South Boston, as I have already stated, were greatly 
vexed and mortified at the decision of the referees. 
They could not well brook the shame and disgrace 
which justly fell upon them in consequence of the 
watching enterprise in which they had been engaged, 
especially as it harmed nobody but themselves. Since 
that attempt to injure me had proved such a signal 
failure, the deacons, as was very natural, were quite 
ready to listen to any new accusation, hoping that they 
should be more successful the next time. It so happened 
that Deacon Vinton very unexpectedly heard that a 
female, who once lived in my family, had become the 
mother of an illegitimate child. He was informed 
that she had never mentioned the father's name, but 
had intimated that he was a clergyman. This infer* 
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mation he speedily communicated to Deacon Drake. 
The deacon detennined at once to ferret out the story. 
He soon ascertained who the girl was, and that she 
had formerly lived in the families of two clergymen, — 
first in the family of Rev. William H. Bhailer, a Bap- 
tist clergyman at Brookline, and afterwards in my 
family. From this point I have the means of tracking 
the deacon's course by dates. On the 22d day of May, 
1844, he went out to Brookline, and had an interview 
with Mr. ShaUer, and learnt from him sufficient to 
confirm the story told him by Deacon Vinton. On 
inquiry, he ascertained that Mr. Shailer had suspicions 
in his mind resting on some one, but not on me. The 
deacon, however, soon gave him to understand that 
rumor had fixed the paternity on a clergyman in whose 
family she once resided, and as she had lived only in 
his family and mine, one or the other of us must meet 
the odium. The deacon then told him that suspicions 
rested on me, and gave his reasons. He plainly inti- 
mated to^ Mr. Shailer, that unless the disgrace were 
fastened on me, he would have to bear it himself. After 
some farther conversation the deacon left, but returned 
again on the 29th of May, and had a second interview 
with Mr. Shailer. On the 4th of June, the deacon 
made his third call, and requested Mr. Shailer to go to 
Taunton, where the girl was then residing, to see if 
she would make any disclosure. Mr. Shailer stated 
to the council, that as rumor had involved him in 
the matter, he thought it due to himself to get her to 
reveal the whole ai!air. Mr. Shailer went to Taunton 
for this purpose on the fifth of June, — had a private 
interview with the girl, — asked her to disclose the 
matter to him, — told her that the facts ought to come 
out, and that the cause of religion demanded it. He 
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told her farther, that ^ people suspected Mr. Fairchild, 
and they will take him up on suspicion, and you will 
have to go to the Police Court, and swear to it; and 
tiierefore it will be better for you to disclose it at once," 
But she said that she had done all she expected to 
do, — that she had taken an oath to say nothing on 
the subject, which oath she regarded as sacred Mr. 
Shailer says he then asked her '^if she would clear Mr. 
Fairchild?" She replied, " I will not clear any one." 
He then began to talk to her about the money she was 
to receive, and told her that there were individuals 
who would make up the amount to her. This argu- 
ment had weight She at once concluded to go with 
him to Boston, and then with him to his own house in 
Brookline, there to spend the night, to make her dis- 
closures, and go back the next morning to the public- 
house in Taunton, where she was then living. Mr. 
Bobbins, who then kept the public-house, says that 
within a day or two after her return, Mrs. Shailer 
called to see her, —took her into a private room, ^ read 
a paper to her drawn up by her husband, containing 
grave charges against me ; and having prevailed on her 
to sign it, called in Mrs. Bobbins to witness the signa- 
ture. The girl was made to believe that she had now 
done all that she would ever be required to do, and 
that the threatened danger of being summoned into 
the Police Court to swear to it, was now gone forever, 
as she had disclosed what she was made to believe 
would save her from that painful necessity. After 
having signed that paper, she doubtless did not think 
it possible that there would ever be a grand-jury for her 
to &ce, or a council to meet, or a court to enter, in all 
of which to testify under oath that her lies were true. 
Twin not undertake to decide which is the most guilty 
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party here, — the girl or her adviflera. This is a question 
of castdstry which I much prefer leaving to the judg- 
ment of my readers. 

Mr. Bobbins, having been informed by his wife what 
had taken place, sought an interview with the girl, and 
expressed his astonishment at what she had been doing. 
I will here quote a portion of his testimony before the 
court: ^ I told her I did not see how, at so late a day, 
she should destroy herself before the public, for the sake 
of injuring Mr. Fairchild. I said to her, if Mr. Fair- 
child has done this thing, has he not done every thing 
in the way of compensation, like a man? She said, 
yes. I then said, how are you willing to throw your- 
self away? you might make something out of it your- 
self without injuring him. Said she, they give me as 
much again as Mr. Fairchild. Said I, who in the 
deuce are they? Said she, Mr. ShaUer, and the dea- 
cons at South Boston. I said to her, they will make a 
fool of you, and never give you one cent Said she, 
they secured it to me when I went to Boston with 
Mrs. Shailer, provided I secured the conviction of Mr. 
Fairchild." 

The girl at that time doubtless supposed that the 
paper which she signed would secure my conviction, 
and that thenceforth she would have nothing more to 
do with the matter, but simply to receive the fifty dol- 
lars a year for ten years, which had been secured to her. 
That was the stipulated sum which was made sure to 
her by their written obligation, a true copy of which I 
have now before me, and which I will sbordy present to 
the inspection of my readers. Whether she hits punc- 
tually received her annual instalment of fifty dollars, I 
have no means of knowing. It is enough for me to 
know that the deacons kindly relieved me from aU fur- 
ther obligation to pay hush-money. 
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Though I consider Mr. Shailer deserving of censure 
for the part he acted in this affair^ yet there is something 
to be said in extenuation of his offence. I am perfectly 
willing to assume, — I do assume it, — that he is wholly 
innocent of any sinful connection with that girl, and 
that, in order to accomplish the very commendable wish 
of removing every ground of suspicion from himself, he 
wad so frightened by Deacon Drake's statement that 
rumor had involved him in the matter, that he went fur- 
ther than was proper for a good clergyman and an inno- 
cent man to go. And I doubt not but that he is now 
satisfied that he has not acted towards me as it became 
one minister to act towards another in a reverse of cir- 
cumstances. He is doubtless now sensible that in order 
to protect himself from undeserved reproach, he took too 
much pains to involve me in trouble and disgrace. But 
as Deacon Drake was to him an entire stranger at that 
time, — not knowing but that his representations might 
be depended on, or how full of enmity he was to me, 
and had been for years, and how ready to compass sea 
and land to effect my ruin, — not knowing these things, 
I say, I do think that at times, he has been judged 
uncharitably. All that I accuse him of is hasty indiscre' 
tion. But he will never do the like again. There is no 
more danger of it than there is of my paying hush- 
money again. He has been chastised as much, — per- 
haps more than he deserved. I know something of the 
rebukes which he has received from his own ministering 
brethren. I have not forgotten that Rhoda once told a 
female friend of hers, as was testified to in court, that 
when she inquired of her about the father of the child, 
she said the initials of his name she would find on her 
pincushion, and that she read thereon W. H. S. Now 
I say it, and I do truly believe it, that his anxiety to 
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Bcreen himself under the ciiciimBtances, or the tact of 
his initials being on that pincushion, ought not to 
involve him in the least suspicion of moral guilt 
With the kindest feelings I now take my leave of Mr. 
Shailer. 

I will now return to the council at Exeter. In de- 
fending myself before that body, I proposed, first of all, 
to introduce some evidence to show that there was a 
combination or conspiracy on the part of my personal 
enemies in South Boston to destroy my reputation, 
and drive me from the pulpit. But the deacons antici- 
pating that such would be my defence, in part at least, 
sent on a remonstrance, protesting against any such 
procedure, should it be attempted, as they were not 
present to defend themselves. The council heeded their 
remonstrance, and immediately airested me in that part 
of my defence. 

This remonstrance was presented and read by Rev. 
William W. Patton, my successor as pastor of the 
Phillips Church. The first part of it I will here 
quote: — 

Whereas we have reason to believe that Mr. Fairchild, in 
conducting his defence, may attempt to bring charges or cast 
imputations upon us, deacons of Phillips Church, of which he 
was formerly pastor, this is to protest against your hearing any 
such charges or imputations, because we think it irrelevant to 
the case in hearing, which we understand to relate to charges 
brought by Rhoda Davidson, with which we do not consider 
ourselves connected, not having ever conversed with her or the 
other principal witnesses on the subject 

This is signed by their own proper names, Josiah 
Vinton and Jeremy Drake. 

I had received intimations, before the council ad- 
journed, that my enemies had bribed the girl to bear 
witness against me ; and it was evidence relating to this 
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point which I wished to introduce before the conneii on 
the morning of the day when they met to make up their 
result True, the case was then closed, so far as hear- 
ing testimony was concerned ; but as that evidence had 
jnst airived from South Boston, and being of so much 
consequence, I was hoping that it might be admitted I 
well knew that, according to forms of law in courts of jus- 
tice, such evidence at that late hour was inadmissible ; but 
as they had, during the whole trial, paid so little regard 
to legal rules prescribed for the guidance of civil courts, 
I did not think that they would then for the first time 
undertake to set up those rules as their guide. But a 
majority of the council, I was told, argued that the evi- 
dence did not amount to much, and that it was not best 
to receive it ; and so it was excluded. After their re- 
sult was published, other evidence of bribery came to 
light; and, finally, on the last Monday of November, 
1844, Deacon Vinton called at the counting-room of Mr. 
Ebenezer Hayward, a member of the same church with 
himself, and proposed to him a certain question which he 
deemed very important, and which Mr. Hayward very 
readily answered. And now, says Mr. Hayward, " as I 
have answered you candidly, I want to ask you one 
qnestion, which I wish you to answer as candidly. 
Will you ? " "I will," was the deacon's prompt reply. 
" Well then," says Mr. Hayward, " I want to ask you 
if you ever signed a paper agreeing to pay Rhoda 
Davidson a certain sum of money upon the final con- 
viction of Mr. Fairchild ? " At this question the deacon 
was evidently a good deal embarrassed. Mr. Hayward 
perceiving it, immediately put the question in another 
form. He says, ^' I do not ask you, deacon, whether 
you are on such a paper now ; but did you ever sign 
Boch a papor ? " ^^ I did, sir," was the deacon's emphatic 

4* 
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reply. The question was then asked him, ^did Deacon 
Drake sign such a paper?" The deacon replied, 
^ Deacon Drake must answer that question himself; I 
speak only for myself." And then he immediately 
added, ^ but mind you, we did not agree to pay her 
the money, unless she adhered to her first statement" 
All this ihe deacon said in the presence of three wit- 
nesses. 

But this is not alL A kind Providence has put me in 
possession of a true copy of the very obligation which 
the deacon says he signed ; and here it is. 

Boston, June 7, 1844. 
We, whose names are hereunto subscribed, do oovenant and 
agree to pay annually in the month of October, the first payment 
to be made next October, for the term of ten yeans, from the 

date hereof, to y in trust for the maintenance of a 

child, bom in September, 1842, of Miss Rhoda Davidson, for- 
merly of Newcastle, Maine, the sums set against our names 
respectively, provided, nevertheless, that when the sum of five 
hundred dollars shall have been paid, that the payments shall 
cease, and provided also, that if the father of said child shall be 
ascertained, and an equal amount obtained from him, that this 
obligation shall be void. 

Now this is only a confirmation of the girPs state- 
ment to Mr. Bobbins, that she was hired by a promise 
of five hundred dollars to accuse me. This bribe led her 
to violate her oath to me, which she told Mr. Shailer she 
regarded as sacred, and which was morally as binding 
on her conscience as any other oath, and also to testify 
falsely before the grand-jury, and afterwards before the 
council at Exeter, and at last in the Municipal Court in 
Boston. She was induced to do all this by five hundred 
dollars promised and secured to her, as she said to Mr. 
Bobbins, and which she assured him was twice as much 
as she should otherwise have received. And yet the 
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deacons tell the council that they did not consider them- 
selves as having any connection with the charges 
brought against me ! And this they said in a solenm 
remonstrance over their own signatures, bearing date 
July 24, 1844, when they weU knew that they had 
signed an obligation dated the 7th of June, six weeks 
before, agreeing to pay fifty dollars a year for ten years! 
which obligation expired last October. The girl, too, 
stated to the council, ^they wanted me to reveal because 
it would throw light on the subject, and cause people 
not to think so hard of the deacons' at South Boston, 
who were suspicious of Mr. Fairchild upon some other 
affidrs." And Mr. Shailer, too, said to the council, 
^Deacon Drake intimated to me that Bhoda should 
sustain no loss upon her communicating the iBLcts.^ 
The promise of fifty dollars a year for ten years to a 
poor girl, one would think was a pretty strong intima- 
tion ! And yet the deacons disclaim all connection with 
the charges brought against me on the ground that they 
had never conversed with the girl, or the other principal 
witnesses, on the subject But does not the simplest 
child among us know that what a man does by his 
agent, he does by himself? 



CHAPTER IV. 

I HAVX another instance of attempted bribery to men* 
lion, which perhaps may as well be done here. A few 
days before the council met, three gentlemen called on 
a Mrs. Brown, then residing in Waltham, and attempted 
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to hire her to sign a certificate to my injury. This 
female came into my family at the time Rhoda left, and 
remained with us about one year. They doubtless sup- 
posed that money would be equally influential on her. 
But they utterly failed. When my trial took place in 
court, Mrs. Brown was brought upon the stand by my 
counsel, Judge Wanen, to testify to this transaction ; 
but Mr. Parker objected, and Judge Washburn sustained 
him, on the ground that if what she was about to state 
had been said to her by any of the witnesses, it would 
be relevant ; but as such was not the fact, it could not 
be admitted. But I have her deposition, taken under 
oath, and as it affords additional evidence of the wicked 
attempts of my enemies to destroy me by bribery, I wiU 
here give only the substance of it, to save time and 
space. She says that some time in the month of July, 
1844, three nien came to her residence in Waltham. 
She did not know them ; but from her description of 
them, it was quite easy to guess their names ; and before 
my trial in Boston, she had been able to identify two of 
them, whose names she would have announced to the 
court, if the judge had admitted her testimony. She 
says that one of them gave her a paper, which he vrished 
her to read and sign. She did read it. It was a state- 
ment that she had witnessed some impropriety between 
me and Bhoda. She says he asked her to sign her 
name to that paper. I wiU now quote literally from her 
affidavit. 

I told him that I could not in troth. He said I could. But I 
refused. He looked at the other men and said, *^ I guess we can 
make nothing here ; " and then he said, ^have not Mr. Fair- 
child's friends been here, and offered you money to say nothing 
about it ? ** I told him they had not ; and if they bad, I would 
not lie for Mr. Fairchild any sooner than for him. He then 
offered me one hundred dollars to sign said paper. I refused. 
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And then, in a low yoice, he said, ^ finally, I will give you two 
hundred dollars if you wDl sign it. It is the mere scratch of a 
pen, and you cannot earn money so easy in any other way/' I 
replied, ^ If I can't earn money easier, I cannot be any poorer 
than to die in an almshoase*" 



Their object undoubtedly was to induce her with this 
bribe to sign the certificate, and then have it presented 
to the council when convened at Exeter. But out of 
this snare the Lord delivered me ; for if they had suc- 
ceeded by their bribery in obtaining her signature, I 
know not how I could have met it before the council ; 
80 that instead of being suspended, I should doubtless 
have been pronounced guilty, and deposed from the 
ministry ; a consummation so devoutly wished, and so 
anxiously labored for by the committee of the Suffolk 
South Association. 

The doings of the council were so fully and exten- 
sively published at the time of my trial, that it is need- 
less to go into a detailed account of those matters here. 
There are however a few things which I will mention 
in addition to what I have already said. I have spoken 
of the call from Mr. Riddel a few days before the coun- 
cil met, and of his apparent kindness and sympathy. I 
recollect I asked his advice about my employing a law- 
yer to manage my case. He wholly disapproved of it 
He said that ecclesiastical councils were opposed to 
baving lawyers before them, and that he believed it would 
have an unfavorable effect on the minds of the coun- 
dl, and prove injurious to me. He said that I could 
state my own case, and the more simply it was done the 
better, and that the council wanted nothing but the facts, 
and could make up their minds without any argument 
from legal counsel And besides, said he, there is to be 
no lawyer employed by the other party. But when the 
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council met, and I saw the arrangements which the com- 
mittee of the Association had made, — how that Dr, 
Adams was to open the case, and Mr. Riddel was to 
examine the witnesses, and Dr. Beecher to sam up the 
evidence, — my heart sunk within me. I was quite too 
feeble to be there at all ; but when I discovered the de- 
sign of the committee, the reader can better imagine 
my feelings than I describe them. The Hon. James 
Bell, an able counsellor and a parishioner of mine, being 
present as a spectator, was invited at the suggestion of 
one of the council to come forward and assist in the 
examination of the principal witness. Mr. Riddel 
immediately arose and objected, saying that if I had 
counsel they must send to Boston and get one. Not 
wishing to delay the council, I waived the matter, and 
after that the committee had things pretty much in their 
own way. 

The committee of the Association and the members 
of the council put up at the same house, on the op- 
posite side of the street from the lecture room where 
the council held their sessions ; and at the same public- 
house, and seated at the same public table with the 
committee and the council, was the lying wanton who 
was there testifying against me under a bribe of fifty 
dollars a year for ten years, if she secured my convic- 
tion ! The committee had firequent interviews with the 
council, and were firequently seen privately conferring 
with some of the leading members. And one gentle- 
man told me that he overheard Dr. Beecher say to a 
very influential member, " you may as well depose Mr. 
Fairchild; for if you do not, some other council will 
soon be called for that purpose, as there are so many 
things coming out against him," — or words to that 
effect He says he was on the point of stepping up to 
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Ilim and saying, ^ Sir, it is well for you that this coun- 
cil is not a jury ; for if it were, I would have you put in 
jail for tampering with them." To all intents and pur- 
poses they were a jury, and that some of them were 
tampered with, who can doubt? 

Another thing very observable was the marked atten- 
tion which the chairman of the committee paid to 
Bhoda. I saw her with my own eyes entering the 
lecture room leaning on Mr. Riddel's arm, and the 
neighbors told me that they saw them cross the street 
firom the hotel to the lecture room, and as one lady 
expressed it, ^ in the most lover-like manner, arm in 
amL" He could scarcely have treated her with more 
attention if she had been a lady of spotless purity and 
virtue. And yet what was she, according to her own 
showing, let me be what I might ? Yes, when she was 
publicly proclaiming her own shame without a blush, 
he was gallanting her through the street to show the 
spectators and the members of the council where Ms 
sympathies were, and what he had come to Exeter for* 
Mr. Munroe, in another part of his review, says : -^ 

The coniinittee, we kno^, appeared to have the greatest con- 
fidence in the girl's veracity, which may greatly have helped her 
in her appearance before the council. She would be strength- 
ened, on the supposition that the whole were a conspiracy, by 
sach confidence. She found herself upheld by men whom she 
knew to be citable of making a deep impression on the council 
and on the public She was caressed by Mr. and Mrs. Shailer, 
and walked repeatedly arm in arm with Rev. Mr. Riddel, to and 
from the lecture room where the council held their session. 
Under such circumstances she could easily be bold and unflinch- 
ing. But how the council could give so much weight to her 
testimony, in view of all that appeared against it, mudb of which 
mi(^t be unknown to the committee when they formed their 
judgment, we do not understand. 

fk view of the whole case, we, as an humble individual, and 
there are many who agree with us, think the coundl had but 
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one proper couzse left for it to take, and that was to adjoam and 
let the matter rest till there was further evidence. 

And as tiiough this were not enough to render my 
condemnation certain, just as the council had finished 
the examination of witnesses on Friday evening, and 
were in the very act of adjourning over till Monday 
morning at 10 o'clock to meet and make up their ver- 
dict, Mr. Adams came forward to testify — to what? — 
to facts? — to any confessions or concessions which I 
had made ? Not at all ; but to impressions. He came 
forward of his own accord, and presented himself to be 
sworn. And he was sworn. He came forward, too, 
when all the testimony was said to be in on both sides. 
If he had any thing to testify to, he should have come 
forward with the witnesses on the other side. He took 
it upon himself to make a speech or argument against 
me under oathj as soon as my witnesses were all through. 
What an outrage upon all the rules of evidence ever 
known under any law, civil or ecclesiastical! Poorly 
prepared as I was for trial, still before he thus testified, 
my evidence had turned the current of feeling in my 
favor. This was noticed by all. It was noticed by Mr. 
Adams. And he meant to turn back that current And 
he succeeded, not by evidence ; for he had none ; but 
by his solemn manner in testifying to his impressions. 
When he had finished his speech, or argument, I saw 
that the work was done. I was then just as well con- 
vinced of my fate as I was after the result of council 
was made known to me. And my only surprise was 
that there were so many as six members of the council 
who remained firm, and determined not to convict on 
impressions^ but on evidence. I have never conversed 
with a single individual who witnessed that transactioUi 
who did not say that that one act which was neither 
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aocoiding to law nor gospel, did more to convict me 
than all the testimony of my accusers. 

The council then adjourned over till Monday morning, 
there being no argument on eithCT side except the one 
just made by Mr. Adams under oath. The next morn- 
ing, before leaving Exeter for Marblehead, where his fam- 
ily were then tarrying, Mr. Adams called on me. I said 
to him, ^ Brother Adams ! how could you have so mis- 
apprehended me as to testify Us you did last night ? I 
was not aware of having made any such impressions on 
your mind. Why did you not come to me for an ex- 
planation?^ He replied, "WeU, I think I hvat mtfself 
more last evening than I did yotu And I have come in 
this morning to tell you to take courage. They have 
now^ got to the bottom of the weU ; and if they don't 
condemn you now you will stand higher than you ever 
did. And if they should condemn you, don't despond ; 
for if you are innocent, God will yet make a way for it 
to appear." And after saying some other consolatory 
and encouraging things to myself and wife, he took his 
leave, and as he arose to go, the last words he uttered, as 
he closed the door, were, " do write me, brother." He 
then took the cars for Marblehead, and Monday morn- 
ing I received from him the following letter : — 

Marblbhsad, Jaly 27, 1844. 

Mt deab Brothbb, — On my return, and afler reflecting 
upon all that I have heard and seen during this eventful week, 
I feel constmined to write you a line. My interview with you 
at your request and that of Mrs. F. at your house this morning, 
deepened Uie feelings of sympathy which I thought last evening 
ooald not possibly l^ exceeded. I feel prepared to do or suffer 
way thing for you in any event. However you may prove to 
have acted, right or wrong, the feeling which will ever govera 
every other, will be that of tender sympathy, weeping for vour 
iDluries, if you prove to be innocent, or weeping at your fall. 

I have no knowledge of the prevailing opinion of the ooonciL 
5 
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My sarmises would not inflaence me, even if they were stronger 
on either side, in what I am about to say to you. I am writing 
this for no one ever to see but you. I write this, and may you 
read it with prayer to the all-seeing God. 

I am writing on the supposition that, notwithstanding all that 
has been said, you, my dear brother, have had crimiDal inter- 
course with R. D. Whether you have or not, God, and you, 
and she only know. 

Now suppose that the council declare that, in their opinion, 
you are guilty. Yon will have this alternative presented to 
your mind, in case you are guilty, (namely,) to lie about it, or 
to confess it. To lie about it will be to carry the wrath of God 
in your conscience. To confess then will be to have doubts 
vourself, it may be, and to excite doubts in others, of the genu- 
meness of your repentance. You will repent, if at all, by con- 
straint, which will always injure you. 

While you are reading this, and within a few hours subse- 
quently, that is, before the result of the council is declared, you 
have an opportunity for repentance and confession, such as you 
can never see again. You can repent now, uninfluenced by the 
fear of man, ignorant of what the council will decide, and not 
knowing but tiiat they will clear you. It is in your power nowj 
by the grace of God, to addres^a letter to the council while in 
session, which, as an illustration of a broken heart and contrite 
spirit, may do more good through all time, than your misconduct 
may have done harm. O what infinite importance hangs about 
yon and your decision, during the session of the council ! Aa 
soon as they declare the result, the opportunity is gone forever. 
You can, of course, repent afterwards, and be forgiven ; but you 
can see, my dear brother, what unspeakable importance attaches 
to a repentance exercised, and a confession made at a moment, 
when nothing but the fear of God and sincere sorrow may ap- 
pear to have influenced you. 

There is another consideration. If you are unjustly acquit- 
ted, your betrayed and ruined victim will be the object of perse- 
cution, and no one knows of what suffering. God knows if you 
robbed that pooi^ girl of her virtue ; and now if you, her de- 
stroyer, are the instrument of further injustice and suffering to 
her, what punishment can avenging justice find for you com- 
mensurate with your wickedness. I would stand before you, 
dear brother, in your path, and beseech you, by the mercies of 
God, not to suffervourself to be unjustly acquitted. The great- 
est wrath which Grod may provide for you may be to let you be 
aoquittedythou^ a guilty man. You hope to be acquitted. My 
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dear brother, woe to you if you are acquitted, if guilty. Pre- 
Tent it while you may. 

You will say, " what a hypocrite and liar the world will call 
me if, on a dying bed, as I or they supposed, I said I was in- 
nocent when I was guilty ! ** Let the world know how bad you 
were. By your dreadful experience warn men, as you will, of 
the tremendous effects of guilt on the heart and soul. You may 
thus be a means of good which cannot be measured, — an ever- 
lasting rock with a light-house on it, amidst the surges and 
storms of the sea. You may save more soids thus, than you 
have done, or may do by any other means. But all depends, 
perhaps, on your acting right before the council adjourns. 

Now if you are innocent, all this has no weight, of course, ex- 
cept to increase your load of sorrow. But if otherwise, (and 
all the testimony on your side, and all your asseverations, do not 
remove my first impressions that you are otherwise than inno- 
cent). O, take the advice of one who loves you, and will rejoice 
in heaven with you at the infinite grace of God. Do you need 
any thing to open the way for you before the counol ? Use 
this letter for that purpose, if nothing else occurs. Send for two 
of them and confer with them. And, relying on that blood which 
was shed for you and me, give yourself up to Christ to magnify 
the grace of God. Every moment may be important. I will 
believe that God has great mercy and a great work for you. 
Consider poor exiled Dr. F. If guilty, you may ever be like 
him, useless and lost, unless you come forward to confession. 

But if you are innocent, have courage, my dear, dear brother. 
God will glorify himself by you as yet, and you will yet praise 
him, and your enemies will be found liars unto you, and you 
will tread upon their high places. In love, and prayer, and 
hope, 

r Most affectionately and truly yours, N. Adams. 

The reader will judge how consoling this letter must 
have been to myself and wife, from whom he had just 
taken his leave with such kind and gracious words of 
encouragement. He had been speaking comforting 
words to me, telling me not to despond, but take cour- 
age ; and now in a few short hours, he urges me by all 
his eloquence, and pathos, and tears, and anxiety for my 
greater success in saving souls, and particularly by his 
tender affection for me as his dear, cfear brother, — by 
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all these moving and melting considerations, he urges 
me to go immediately (for the least delay may be fatal, 
and prove perdition to my soul,) into the council, and 
confess myself a liar and a hypocrite ! I dare not trust 
myself to make any comments on this letter. I much 
prefer that my readers should be their own commentators. 
I might put a very erroneous construction on it; for I 
was once telling a clerical friend of his what I thought of 
it, and I found that his views were widely different from 
mine. " When I read* that letter," said he, " I thought 
that Mr. Adams must have been inspired in writing it" 
That gentleman was then a warm abolitionist. I should 
like to ask him now whether he thinks that Mr. Adams 
was inspired when he wrote his recent book on slavery? 

I ought to have mentioned on a preceding page, that 
during the session of the council, Deacon Drake, and 
others from South Boston who sympathized with him, 
were present a part of the time, mingling with the 
council and the spectators ; and after their departure I 
heard for the first time the story of my having once had 
an infamous disease, — which story, I was told, was con- 
fidently asserted as true by Deacon Drake, who referred 
to Dr. Greorge Hayward, of Boston, as his authority ! 
What influence this report had upon the council in their 
result, the reader can judge. 

With the return of the council on Monday morning 
came two of the committee, Messrs. Riddel and Beecher, 
Mr. Adams doubtless thinking that he could do more 
service by his letter than by his presence.' And why 
were they there during the secret session of the council 
for two days, when no further testimony was to be ad- 
mitted, and their specific work was done ? But there 
they were, putting up at the same hotel with the coun- 
cil, and conversing with the members at meal-times, and 
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during their recesses. Considering their known object 
in being there during the open session, can any one mis- 
take their object at the secret session ? I would care- 
fully refrain from hastily ascribing unworthy motives to 
these gentlemen. But all will admit that they must 
have had some object in view. And can any one sup- 
pose that their presence there at such a time could have 
been for my benefit? It seemed too much like lawyers 
mingling with the jury after having plead the cause of 
the plaintiff, and before the verdict was made up and 
declared. 

On Tuesday, at 5 o'clock, p. M., the council came to 
the following result : — 

The coancil feel compelled to express their deep conviction 
that Mr. Fairchild cannot be innocent in this matter; and that, 
unless he can present a clearer vindication of himself before 
some tribanal more competent than ourselves to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth ; and till 
such act be done, he ought not, and, so far as our decision goes, 
does not, longer hold the place of a minister in the church of 
Christ 

If I have been correctly informed, the minority made 
strenuous efforts to bring the council to vote directly on 
ihe question which they were called to settle, — that is, 
guilty, or not guilty. They were not called there to 
suspend me ; but to acquit, or condemn me. I have 
repeatedly been told that very few, if any of that coun- 
cil, would have voted me guilty, notwithstanding the 
unwearied efforts of the committee of the Suffolk South 
Association to induce them to render such a verdict; 
but for suspension the majority was large. The follow- 
ing gentlemen voted to acquit me, namely. Dr. Burgess 
of Dedham, Dr. French of North Hampton, Dr. Perry 
of East Bradford, Bev. Mr. Hopkins of Saco, Rev. 

5* 
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Samuel W. Clarke of Greenland, and William P. 
Haines, Esq., of Saco. Rev. David T. Kimball and his 
delegate from the church in Ipswich, were absent. Ab 
they had beard all the evidence, had they been present 
they would have voted with the minority. Mr. Haines 
was a lawyer, distinguished, for the clearness of his 
mind and the soundness of his judgment, and fully ac- 
quainted with the nature of evidence, and whom I never 
saw till I was introduced to him in the lecture room at 
Exeter, and never had one moment's conversation with 
him till Saturday morning after the testimony was all 
in, at which hour he called on me, and spoke a few 
kind words, and assured me that if that case had been 
given to a jury on such testimony they would have ac- 
quitted me in ten minutes. 

The result spoke for itself. It was a suspension from 
the ministry till I should go to some more competent 
tribunal, — that is, to a civU court, and be there acquit- 
ted. When that act was done, my restoration to office 
was immediate ; but till then, I was to remain out of 
office. Everybody so understood the result ; members 
of the council assured me that I had nothing to do but 
to go to that civil tribunal, as recommended by the 
council, and obtain a verdict in my favor, in order to 
reinstate me in the ministry. In other words, Ihey had 
made their final verdict depend on the verdict of a jury. 
And I acted accordingly, believing that they meant to 
carry out in good faith what they had virtually pledged 
themselves to do. 
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CHAPTER V. 

Beforb the council adjourned the moderator and. 
smbe were directed to furnish a brief statement of the 
doings of the council for publication. In the discharge 
of this duty, these gentlemen issued in a few days the 
following communication^ published in The New Eng^ 
land Puritan. I take from it the closing paragraph : — 

We trust we do not transcend our oommission, when we state 
that a number of the brethren at least who appear in the nega- 
tire, appear there not because they deemed Mr. Fairchild 
proved innocent^ or believed that he ought to have been acquit- 
ted; but because they supposed that some further^ testimony 
might possibly be obtained which would go to set his case in a 
less un&vorable light, or because their minds were not so dear 
in the case as to warrant them in immediate decisive action* 
Justice to those brethren requires this statement But as no 
request was preferred by Mr. Fairchild for any further hearing, 
or for the presentation of any further testimony, and as five 
daja had been consumed in the business of the council, the 
majority above mentioned, judged that they were in possession 
of Uie essential facts, and that the action specified in their result 
was required of them. Should another tribunal elicit new facts, 
and put a new face upon things more favorable to Mr. Fair- 
child, none will more gladly hail the light than those who have 
now felt constrained to vote against him. Should evidence be 
produced affecting his entire exculpation, and setting him forth 
to the world as an innocent man, they would haste with unutter^ 
able joy to reverse their present decision, and reckon him again 
UDong the faithful followers of Jesus. But till this act be done, 
thej i^ide by the act they have passed. 

The subscribers consider themselves as expressing the views 
of the council in these remarks. 

Dakiel Dana, Moderator. 
L. F. Ddcmick, Scribe. 
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The next week after this communication appeared, tiie 
following note was published in the same paper : — 

[To the Editors of the New En^aDd Puritan. 

Gentlemen : — We, the subscribers, members of the eccle- 
siastical council lately convened at Exeter, New Hampshire, in 
the case of Bev. J. H. Fairchild, having seen a communication 
of Rev. Dr. Dana and Bev. L. F. Dimmick in jour paper of 
the 9th inst, respecting the case of Mr. Fairchild, deem it proper 
to submit a few remarks thereon. 

If the gentlemen who wrote that communication had confined 
themselves to the duty with which they were especially charged 
by the council, that of ^furnishing a brief statement of the 
doings of the council for publication," we should be spared the 
necessity of making any remarks. But they, in our humble 
opinion, have gone beyond their instructions. They, as mem- 
bers of the majority, have undertaken without authority to give 
the opinions of the minority, — not content that the minority 
should speak for themselves in the vote they gave. We cannot 
consent to be misrepresented in this matter. The vote which 
that minority gave Aows their true sentiments. That vote negor 
lives the decision of the council ThcU vote the minority gave 
deliberately^ and they are willing the world should know it 
And as for ourselves, we feel called upon to say, that we cannot 
but express our surprise that our views should have been so 
misunderstood, for we think we were very explicit in making 
them known to the council, and that on more than one occasion. 
So far from supposing, as stated by them, ** that some further 
testimony might possibly be obtained, which would go to set his 
ctise in a less unfavorable light," we did, and do now still more 
strongly believe, that much further testimony might undouitedfy 
be obtained, which would not only set Mr. Fairchild's case in a 
more favorable light, but which would force a council or a jury 
to acquit him. In this opinion, we, like all men, may be mis- 
taken. But such is our opinion, and upon it we have acted. 

We wish further to state, that the council were distinctly and 
repeatedly informed, while in secret session, that important evi- 
dence in his behalf, not yet heard by them, was at hand ; that 
Mr. Fairchild believed he could also produce further testimony 
which would at least have an important bearing towards his 
acquittal, provided the council would suspend their decision and 
grant him the necessary time. It was also as explicitly stated 
that it was Mr. Fairchild's earnest wish that the council would 
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allow him this favor. Tet without noticing this statement, or 
the wish of Mr. Fairchild, thej came to their decision. We 
will not take it upon ourselves to expound to the public the 
views of the majori^, nor even to take the same liberty with 
regard to the other members of the minority, — but, will only 
add that the statement of the gentlemen in question is a mis- 
representation throughout of the views of the undersigned ; we 
did not believe Mr. Fairchild guilty, we do not now believe 
him gnilty, and we have fiiith that erelong his innocence will 
be made to appear to alL 

Tours, respectfully, 

SAMtJEI. HOPKIN89 

Wm. p. Haineb. 
Seoo, Maine, August 13, 1844. 

In the Puritan of the following week, if I remember 
correctly, appeared the subjoined note : — 

[To the Editors of the New Eng^d Puritan.] 

Gehtlbmsn, — The doings of the council on the case of Mr. 
FMrchild being still before the public, will you aUow us also to 
speak for ourselves ? We are of the minority in the final act of 
that council. 

We did not consider Mr. Fairchild dearly proved to be inno- 
cent. We did not consider him ai ail proved to be guiUy, The 
case did not appear sufficiently dear to warrant immediate de- 
casion. J£ a decision must then be made, we viewed Mr. Fair- 
child as having a right to acquittal, because not proved to be 
guilty. Such were and are our views of the case. And on 
this we felt and expressed a wish that our views should be 
known. 

In regard to the result. On the short article dissolving the 
relation of Mr. Fairchild to the First Church in Exeter, in ao 
oofdanoe with his own request and their concurrence, the 
council were unanimous. With the other part of the result, we 
were and remain entirely dissatisfied. 

The matter of a conspiracy against Mr. Fairchild was not the 
point at issue ; and being introduced as part of his defence, was, 
afier considerable progress, arrested and submitted on the 
ground that persons implicated were not present. 

The testimony of the principal witness in the case we con- 
sider tubitantiaUy invalidated^ and that it was not corroborated 
by the testimony of other witnesses, or Mr. Fairchild's admis- 
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sions and published letter. We had no conviction, and haoe no 
conviction thai Mr, Fairchild cannot be innocent in Ude matter; 
and we could not accede to the sentence deposing Mr. Fairchild 
from the ministiy on the auumption of his guilL To us it 
seemed proper and sufficient that the exercise of his ministry 
should be suspended while his character remains in suspense in 
the pubUc mind. 

It has been said and made the subject of much conversation, 
and with not a little effect^ that Mr. Fairchild, when fiivorable 
opportunities were repeatedly given to declare himself to be tn- 
nocent in this mattery made no such a declaration. To us at dif- 
ferent times he made such a declaration, averring that he did it 
without any evasion or mental reservation, he declared that he 
never had had any criminal connection, that he never had had 
any sexual intercourse whatever with the person known to the 
public as the principal witness in this case. This declaration, 
of which there is evidence, he also made in other forms of ex- 
pression entirely unambiguous. 

While so freely expressing our own views on the result, we 
hold in very high esteem the large majority from whose decision 
we felt constrained to dissent. But allow us to say, it appeared 
to us that patient as the council had been in almost five days of 
session, their result was made up at last in undue haste. 
Yours, very respectfully, 

Jonathan French, of North Hamptonj N* EL 
S. W. Clark, of Greenland, N, Hi 

Rev. Drs. Burgess and Perry deeming that their sen- 
timents were so well known on the subject from the 
prominent part which they had acted in the case, I pre- 
sume they thought it unnecessary to pubUsh any note 
to correct the mistake into which the moderator and 
scribe had fallen. 

The editors of the Pwritany in their first paper after 
the adjournment of the council, and in which they pub- 
lished the result, published also an extract from an 
anonymous letter, which they introduced on this wise : 
" We are permitted to make the following extract from 
a letter by a gentleman of high character, who was pres- 
ent at the trial, and is familiar with the case. It was 
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written in this dty to a friend in another part of the 
State." A part of that letter I will here quote. 

^ The long conflict is over. The triumph of tmth and jus- 
tice is gained! The council at Exeter brought in their result 
yesterday between five and six o'clock to convict Mr. Fairchild 
of all the charges. The vote stood nineteen to six. The six 
who did not concur, are not to be understood as voting for his 
acquiUaL The verdict is virtually unanimous ; and that of the 
public, I may say, entirely so. Great indignation is felt in 

view of the details of the case ; and although Mr. came to 

me at Exeter afler the decision, and said that if Mr. Fairchild's 
friends would now rest satisfied, he thought the prosecution 
might be stopped, and that he should advise it ; still I find this 
moniiiig some of our best citizens earnest for a continuance.'' 

Will the reader believe me when I assnre him that 
thia letter was written by Rev. Samuel H. Riddel, chair- 
man of the committee of Suffolk South Association, who 
gallanted Rhoda so politely to and from the lecture 
room at Exeter, knowing well what she was from her 
own lips ! Yet, so it was. I am ashamed to record it. 
That extract gave me more pain than any and all the 
pieces which I had ever seen published on my case, 
coming as it did from such a source. I was apprehen- 
sLve that an officer might come unexpectedly from Boston 
to arrest me as a criminal ; and to be taken to that good 
city where I had spent more than fifteen years, — and 
formed such an extensive and Yaluable circle of acquaint- 
ance, — where I had so often occupied the best pulpits 
and preached to the most respectable congregations, — 
to be taken there as a criminal and conducted through the 
streets by some officer of the police, to jail as a felon, 
knowing, as I did, that I no more deserved such treat- 
ment than the author of that letter, — this was more 
than I could weU endure. But I had friends in Exeter, 
— - the best and the kindest friends, who could see noth- 
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ing in the testimony before the council to convict me of 
crime, while Messrs. Riddel, Adams, and Beecher could 
see enough to make me out the wickedest man that 
walked the earth. But the best of all earthly friends 
was my wife. I was so excited on reading that extract, 
and so totally unprepared to go to Boston for trial, 
which I had already determined to do as soon as my 
legal counsel should see the way properly opened, that I 
made immediate arrangements to leave Exeter, and go 
to the White Mountains, requesting my friends to keep 
the matter private as to the place whither I had gone, 
and desiring them, if a requisition should come from the 
governor for my arrest to notify me of it, and I would 
then go to my daughter's in Detroit Accordingly one 
of my parishioners took me in a carriage on Saturday 
evening and carried me some distance beyond Dover, (I 
have forgotten the name of the place,) where we arrived 
on Sabbath morning between two and three o'clock. 
He left me at the public-house where I spent the Sab- 
bath ; and as no stage passed that way till Tuesday 
afternoon, I remained there till one arrived. My son 
was on the stage having charge of my trunk, and going 
with me to the mountains. The stage was fuU ; and aa 
I supposed that I should at once be recognized by some 
of the passengers, who I thought had probably read that 
extract in the Puritan^ I went out to take my seat in the 
stage with feelings which the reader cannot need me to 
describe. I cast my eye into the stage, and saw no one 
that I knew, and none appeared to know me. This was 
some relief to my troubled mind. But the stage was 
full, &o that I took the top seat, on the left hand, my 
son on the right, and a stranger next We had not 
gone far, before my son whispered to me, and said, " this 
gentleman knows you, father." I then addressed himi 
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and inquired if he knew me. ** Yes, Sir," said he. " And 
thoQ^ I belong to Mr. Kirk's church, I have often been 
to South Boston to hear you preach ; and I would go 
again to hear you with just as much pleasure as I ever 
did." I thanked him for his kindness, and then told 
him 'that I was fearful I might be insulted, — perhaps 
roughly handled while on my present journey. I shall 
never forget his reply. Said he, ^^ I am going to the 
White Mountains myself; and if any man should at- 
tempt to maltreat you while I am with you, he must 
pass over my corpse to do it" He then showed me an 
article in the Times of that morning, which spoke very 
kindly of my case. And I could not but contrast its 
spirit with that of Mr. Riddel's article in the Puritim; 
the one conducted by stanch professors of godliness, and 
the other, by gentlemen making no special pretensions 
to religion by an open profession; the one infiUcting 
indescribable pain, — the other imparting a soothing 
balm to my anxious and bleeding heart He assured 
me that public sentiment was greatly in my favor. On 
my arrival at the mountains I was recognized at once ; 
yet I received the kindest treatment I spent a few 
days there, and on my return, I went by the way of 
Saco, to spend a few days with Messrs. Hopkins and 
Haines, who had been members of the council at Exe- 
ter, and were among the immortal six, as I am accus- 
tomed to call them, who voted for my acquittal. While 
I was tiiere Mr. Biddel came into the town and spent the 
night with Mr. Hopkins. In the morning he <^ed at 
my room^ conversed very pleasantly with me for fifteen 
or twenty minutes, and when he arose to take his leave, 
he kindly invited me to vj^it him whenever I came to 
Boston! And yet two weeks had not elapsed since he 
allowed the above extract to be published in the Puri' 

6 
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ton. I had not then even suspected him as the author. 
There he was inviting a man to call and see him, whom 
he believed richly to deserve a home in the State prbon, 
as having ^' been proved guilty of all the charges brought 
against him." He was not satisfied with my being sus- 
pended from the ministry, and the disgrace thus brought 
upon my wife and children as dear to me as his own 
could have been to him, and depriving me too of the 
means of feeding and clothing them ; but he must rep- 
resent '^the council as virtually unanimous, and the 
public as entirely so." When I ascertained that he wrote 
that letter, I could not help exclaiming, why this anxiety 
to crush and destroy me ? Have I ever done him any 
wrong? Have I been a disgrace to the ministry on a 
standing in it of more than thirty years ? But I had no 
heart to comment on such feelings and wishes indulged 
by a minister of that Grospel which enjoins mercy, for- 
bearance, and kindness, even to the guilty. Can any 
one censure me for exclaiming, in the language of Job, 
" My brethren have dealt deceitfully as a brook ! " 

Having made up my mind to meet the indictment in 
Boston, I foresaw that the expenses must be great, and 
that they could not be met on credit, or the charity of 
friends. I then owned a house in South Boston, at 
least I had a deed of it, while in equity it was my wife's. 
On consulting her, she at once advised to sell it, and 
spend the whole amount, if necessary, for my deliver- 
ance out of the unhappy position in which I then stood. 
For, said she, " you will certainly be acquitted ; and then 
those brethren who have deserted you, will rally around 
you, — pulpits will be again open to you, — public con- 
fidence restored, and you will yet labor successfully, be 
spared to do good, and provide for your family, so that 
we shall not suffer from hunger, or cold, or nakedness." 
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Alas ! she little thought what a different course some of 
my brethren would take in case of my acquittal. I will 
here state how that house came into my possession. 
When I received my call to settle in Newburyport, 
among other inducements for me to remain in South 
Boston, several of my parishioners proposed to build me 
a dwelling-house in part at their own expense, to be 
regarded as virtually the property of my wife and 
children, that they might have a home in case death 
should remove me from my labors. I remained, and 
the house was built This was in 1834. "When I took 
possession of the house, there was a debt on it of about 
two thousand dollars, which I raised by mortgaging the 
property. As often as I could make a payment, the 
gentleman indorsed it on the note. By saving a little 
from my salary, and by donations from friends in the 
city directly to me or to my wife, I made the last pay- 
ment in the spring of 1842, just before I took my dis-? 
mission. This house was all my earthly substance. 
When I proceeded to make sale of it, I found, to my 
utter astonishment, that there was an attachment on it 
to the amount of twelve hundred dollars, when I was 
not indebted one mill, as Deacon Drake well knew; 
and yet he or his coadjutors caused that attachment to 
be levied in the manner now to be stated. Two of the 
gentlemen who had been my most liberal benefactors in 
the erection of that house, suggested the propriety of 
my giving them a bond, obligating myself to refund to 
them what they had given, in case I should receive a 
call from a wealthier church, and the offer of a larger 
salary, and deem it my duty to accept I immediately 
wrote the obligation, which closes as follows : — 

I hereby promise, that if ever I ask a dismission to become 
the pastor of any other church, or volantarily leave my present 
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Station to occupy another, either as pastor or teacher, I will 
refund to the above-named gentlemen six hundred doUars each* 
But it is distinctly und(!i-»tood that nothing is to be refunded in 
case I am taken off fixjm mj labors bj sickness, or infirmity, or 
death. 

In 1836 one of these gentlemen deceased. Deacon 
Drake administered on the estate. He found this obli- 
gation among the papers of my deceased Mend. He 
saw from the terms of it that I was not indebted to that 
estate. But notwithstanding the estate had been settled 
for years, yet as soon as he gets hold of the Rhoda affair, 
he goes to his neighbor, Mr. Stephen Jenny, with whom 
I had about that time exchanged houses, and inquires 
of him whether there had been an exchange of deeds, 
adding that there was to be an attachment levied on my 
house, and he wanted to know which house to attach. 
Either then or in a subsequent conversation, he said to 
Mr. Jenny, " Perhaps you think that we have dealt hardly 
by Mr. Fairchild ; but you will find out by and by that 
we had reason for doing what we have done," or words 
to that effect I had agreed to refund if I left the church 
voluntarily; and yet here was Deacon Drake attempting 
to make the obligation binding, when he had been 
engaged in driving me away. The deacon, too, was 
anxious to make me refund when he well knew of my 
sickness, and had every reason to believe that his unkind 
treatment of me was the principal cause of it He 
knew from every one of the conditions of the obligation 
that I was not indebted to that estate. And yet the 
attachment was levied. But no attempt was ever made 
to bring the case into court for trial, though my enemies 
contrived, by postponement from time to time, to make 
me a great deal of expense and trouble. I sold the 
house for $3,675 ; and when the jury brought in their 
verdict of not guilty, I had expended not far from 
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$2,000. And all the rest, and more than ail, has since 
been spent in self-defence. 

In September, after the council had suspended me, 
Mr. Ebenezer Hayward, a former parishioner of mine in 
South Boston, came to spend the night with me. 
Before leaving the city, he says that he called on Dr. 
Adams, and told him that he was going to Exeter 
to advise me not to deliver myself up for trial in 
Boston; for though he believed me innocent, yet so 
powerful was the combination against me here, that 
there was danger of my being convicted by the jury and 
sent to Charlestown, and that I had better retire, and die 
a martyr. He says that Mr. Adams objected strongly 
to his giving me any such advice, on the ground that it 
was my duty to come, — a duty which I owed to myself 
and the ministry ; for, said he, << I myself may be the 
next victim. And tell him that if he will come and 
submit his case to a jury, and is acquitted, my pulpit 
shall be opened to him for the first" Mr. Hayward did 
come and give me this advice. But I would not listen 
to it a moment. I assured him that if God spared my 
life, I should in due time come to Boston, as Mr. Adams 
had advised, and cast myself on God and the laws of 
my country for protection ; for I was an innocent man. 
Mr. Hayward says that he returned and reported to Mr. 
Adams what I said, and he highly approved of it, and 
renewed his pledge of opening his pulpit to me in case 
of my acquittaL How he has redeemed his pledge, the 
sequel will show. 

6* 
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CHAPTEE VI. 

In December, 1844, 1 published my pamphlet,' ^' In- 
iquity Unfolded." It proved Bomething like a bomb- 
shell thrown into the camp of the enemy. The facts 
there disclosed were too true to be controverted, and 
too catting to be patiently endured. In order to let the 
public know, not only that I was going to meet the in- 
dictment, but was ready to prove the truth of my state- 
ments, I announced my design in my pamphlet in these 
words: — 

When my case comes oa for trial in Boston, I shall beg the 
court for liberty to put the truth in evidence. And if I am 
then convicted by the jury, and the judge sentence me to the 
State prison, I submiL ^d even in that confinement and dis- 
grace, I should deem my condition far preferable to that of my 
enemies and persecutors, who may be roaming the world at 
large. Of a clear conscience in this matter they cannot deprive 
me ; neither can they take from me the confidence of my wife 
and children. 

The first meeting of the Suffolk South Association 
after the publication of my pamphlet, was held on the 
7th of January, 1845. They then passed, after much 
exciting discussion, that untruthful and unfortonate 
preamble and vote, which has been the occasion of so 
much unpleasant controversy and expensive litigation. 
That preamble and vote, while I am now writing, Feb. 
22, 1855, stand on their hpok of records unresdnded. 
They are as follows : — 

Whereas an ecclesiastical council, held at Exeter, New Hamp- 
shire, in July last, for the purpose of hearing and examining 
charges against the moral* character of Bev. Joy H. Fairchilc^ 
a member of this Association, and at that time pastor of the 
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First Church in Exeter — at which a committee of this Asso- 
ciation was present — did, bj their result, declare Mr. Fairchild 
to be guilty of the crimes alleged against him, and therefore 
proceeded to depose him from the ministry. And 

Whereas Mr. Fairchild haying denied the truth of said alle- 
gations, did persist in such denial to the last, and claimed that 
eyidence in his favor was in existence, not then to be obtained 
on account of the absence of a witness ; and 

Whereas this Association having waited till the present time, 
to give opportunity for further developments in the case, and in 
the mean time having seen and interrogated the witness referred 
to, and carefully attended to certain publications put forth by 
Mr. Fairchild since his trial, are now satisfied &bX no valid 
evidence has appeared of the character claimed by the a<y 
cused; therefore, 

Vatedj That Mr. Joy H. Fairchild, for the crimes of seduc- 
tion and adulteiT charged and proved upon him before an eccle- 
siastical council at Exeter, and for fidsehood in denying the 
truth of these charges when brought agamst him, and in still 
persisting in such denial, &e, and he is hereby, separated from 
bis connection with this Ministerial Association. 

• 

This was the report of the committee that went to 
Exeter, and exerted themselves so earnestly and nnad- 
visedly to procure *my deposition from the ministry by 
the council. It was probably drawn np by Dr. Adams ; 
but nrged, not only by him, bnt by the other membeis 
of the committee for adoption by the Association. In 
Tain did Dr. Bnrgess protest against it as false in fact, 
and false in principle. They wotild listen to no arga- 
ment. They were determined (especially Dr. Adams) 
that their report shonld be indorsed by the Association. 
Notwithstanding they had just seen my public an- 
nouncement that I was coming to Boston for trial in 
court, as the council at Exeter had recommended, they 
would not wait a single month to ascertain whether I 
meant what I had said. In fact, it was urged by one 
of the committee, as I was told, that I was such a liar 
that there was no dependence to be placed on any thing 
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which I might say. But, finally, as there was so mnch 
opposition to the course which Dr. Adams and the rest 
of the committee so strenuously advocated, it was at 
last voted to place the report upon the records, with 
the understanding that no public notice should be given 
of it till after I had had my trial, (which the committee 
said that they believed would never take place,) and if 
it so happened that I should be acquitted, the record 
could then be easily set right And so it was entered 
upon their book January 7, 1845. And in four days after, 
the fact of my expulsion firom the Association was thus 
announced in the Daily Mail " We understand that 
the Rev. Joy H. Fairchild was deposed as a member by 
the Suffolk South Association of ministers at its last 
meeting." This was done by the committee, I presume, 
partly to forestall public opinion, so that the jury might 
know, in case I came on for trial, what those thought 
of me who had been my associates in the ministry, and 
therefore presumed to know me best; and partly to get 
the Association to record that th& council had done 
the very work which their committee went to Exeter to 
have them do, and which they doubtless thought the 
council was recreant to duty for not doing. How the 
Association could commit so great a blunder, to use no 
harsher term, as to adopt the report of their committee, 
having, at the same time, before them the result of the 
Exeter council, is to me totally inexplicable, except on 
the ground that they were prepared to adopt any report 
which that committee might recommend. A copy of 
that record they never forwarded to me ; and it was by 
the merest accident that I learned, more than four years 
afterwards, (that is, in April, 1849,) what the substance 
of that record was, and in May was furnished at my 
written request, with a certified copy. But more about 
this matter in another chapter. 
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There are two statements in this preamble which I 
may as well notice here, as the rest will be more appro- 
priately noticed in another place. The first is where 
they speak of ^having seen and interrogated the witness 
lefenred to.'' This witness was the father of my accus- 
er. I received a note jfrom Mr. Riddel dated October 
18, 1844, in which he says : — 

Mr. Davidson bdng providentially in Boston at the time of 
the meeting of the Associatioo, was invited to come in, and to 
oommimicate what knowledge he had upon the subject. He did 
80. But as his statements ^d not, in several important respects, 
agree with yours before the council, it seemed suitable that you 
should have an opportunity of confronting him in person, if it 
should be your wish to do so. 

Perhaps the best way to show what Mr. Davidson's 
testimony was worth, will be to quote a portion of the 
evidence of Mr. John Dodge, who was Mrs. Davidson's 
brother, and living in the same neighborhood. I was 
informed at the time of the trial in coort that Mr. Dodge 
xvas one of the most respectable citizens in Edgcombe. 
He relates a conversation which he had with Mr. David- 
son on the subject in February, 1843, more than a year 
before the promise of money was made to Rhoda to in- 
duce her to accuse me. He says that the conversation 
took place while they were at work together in the 
bam dressing flax. After Mr. Davidson had given 
a description of his journey to Boston to see me and 
get some money, he states to Mr. Dodge his interview 
with me and what passed between us. He states what 
I told him I said to Us daughter when she came to me 
for money. And here I will quote literally from Mr. 
Dodge's testimony as given in court : — 

Mr. Fairchild then said he told her he was a poor man, — 
that the cfaiurge would ruin his £eunily, and he had rather pay 
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money than be accused. She demanded the moncj and he 
agreed to pay one hundred dollars then, and one hundi«d within 
a year ; and though the time had not come for the second sum, 
he would try and raise it, provided it could be kept a secret. 
The money wad paid. Then old Mr. Davidson said to Mr. 
Fairchild, ^^ You have now settled with my daughter. Yon 
must now settle with me." Mr. Fairchild said, ** This is hard^ 
this is unjtutf this is cruel; I am an tnnoceni man ; but I had 
rather pay the money than be ruined ; but I am innocent." Said 
Davidson, '^ Whether 'you are innocent or guilty makes no dif- 
ference. It shall be laid on you if you do not come to my 
terms.** Mr. Fairchild, after protesting his innocence again, 
agreed to pay three hundred dollars in yearly payments* Da- 
vidson closed by saying that Mr. Fairchild was a nice man, a 
true gentleman, and he believed him a humble Christian. I am 
a member of the Congregational church. 

This is the witness who was " seen and interrogated" 
by the Association in secret conclave, with no one to 
cross-examine, — his hearers listening with willing ears 
to any body who would confirm them in their opinions 
already formed, — interested in defending his daughter, 
especially as he was to share in the promised reward, 
and as it was then too late to get any more money from 
me, and as the deacons must inevitably come forward 
and assume the responsibility, as they had given their 
written obligation to do, unless the real father could be 
found and the like sum be obtained from him ; but this 
they were likely to find to be quite a difficult task, espec- 
ially after the evidence came out in court that the girl 
herself had said that it ^< would puzzle a Philadelphia 
lawyer to tell.*' And then as to his testimony after- 
wards in court, if it weighed any thing with the jury, it 
was in my favor, as every one said, who heard it with- 
out prejudice. Yes, here were clergymen listening to 
such a witness, and on his testimony condemning a poor 
absent brother, and casting him out of their fraternity 
as too vile to have even his name remain on their book 



LIFE OF REV. J. H. FAIB€HILD. 71 

of Tecoidfl! a Ministerial Association formed, as Mr. 
Poncliard says, in his view of Congregationalism, for 
the sole purpose ^* of personal improvement, the cultiva- 
tion of brotherly kindness, and to assist each other, by 
counsel and advice in discharging ministerial and paro- 
chial duties." Who were present in that meeting I do 
not know, neither do I care to know. 

The other statement in the preamble which I proposed 
to notice is this : ^ Having carefully attended to certain 
publications put forth by Mr. Fairchild since his trial" 
Besides this, Mr. Adams has said to me, in a letter, that 
my " writings are my worst enemies," and that one of 
ihe most influential men in our churches said to himi 
^ I was always in doubt what to think of Mr. Fairchild's 
case, till I accidentally took up his pamphlet and read 
two pages ; from that time my mind has been clear." 
This forming a correct judgment of me, or of my 
pamphlet, on hastily reading two pages, was something 
like Mr. Adams's forming a correct opinion of southern 
slavery by spending two or three months in the cities of 
Charleston and Augusta. WeU, I suppose my pamph- 
let was defective ; I admit it. But not defective because 
it was not true ; but because I sometimes exhibited a 
spirit which had too much the appearance of vindictive- 
ness and recrimination. But let any candid reader con- 
sider the position in which I was placed when I wrote 
that pamphlet, and the excited state of my mind occa^ 
sioncMl by the grievous injuries which I had sufiered 
from those men whose cruel wrongs I was then unfold- 
ing, and I am willing to leave him to judge whether, in 
a change of circumstances, he would probably show a 
better spirit. And if this does not satisfy him, I will 
only say to him, ^ Let him that is without sin, cast the 
first stone." 
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However, aa such is the opinion which Mr. Adams, 
and perhaps some others, entertain of my pamphlet, I 
think that justice to myself requires me to insert here 
two or three of the notices of it by the public press. 
Out of many papers speaking of it in terms of approba- 
tion, I will quote first the notice of it in a ps^per printed 
in Hartford, Connecticut I do not recollect the name 
of the paper; for when I cut out the slip I omitted to 
retain the name, as is the case with some others to which 
I shall hereafter have occasion to refer. The editor of 
that paper, after announcing the title, ^Iniquity Un- 
folded,'* -says : — 

The author of the pamphlet bearing the above title, Rev. Joy 
H. Fairchild, has been known and recognized by the Christian 
public aa an able, faithful, and successful minister of the Con- 
gregational order ; and it was not until quite recently that his 
moral and religious character was called in question by any one. 
From June, 1816, until August, 1827, — a period of more than 
eleven years, — he was pastor of the Congregational Church in 
East Hartford. On the 22d of November, 1827, he was or- 
dained pastor of the church in South Boston, where he remained 
until May, 1842. He was subsequently seUled in the ministry 
in Exeter, New Hampshire, and it was while in the latter place 
that a criminal charge was brought against him, — a case which 
has excited much interest, and obtained great notoriety. 

We have read the pamphlet with much interest, and deem it 
but justice to say that we cannot well see how any unprejudiced 
mind, after its careful perusal, can fail to arrive at the condu- 
sion that Mr. Fairchild has been slanderously assailed and per- 
secuted by his enemies ; and this, we are assured, is the opinion 
of nearly all of those who know him most intimately, and have 
had the best opportunities to judge of the facts in the case. 

The following is the notice of TJie Boston Recorder: — 

iNiQurrr Unfolded. — Rev. Mr. Fairchild has just issfied 
a pamphlet, entitled '^ Iniquity Unfolded,'* in which he aims to 
expose the treatment which he has received from the deacons in 
South Boston, and others. No one will question Mr. Fairchild's 
light to make a book in his own defence, or to do whatever else 
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he can to yindicate his character, and remoye the load ^f re- 
proach under which he is suffering. Probably no man, under 
trials similar to* his, CTer shared more largely in the public 
sympathy, and there are very few who would not heartily rejoice 
coold he be proved innocent. Whether this pamphlet will 
prove him so^ we cannot say. It contains some bold and sur» 
prising statements, the truth of which we have not the means of 
testing. He intimates his intention to submit himself to a legal 
trial, a measure to which his Mends have often advised him, 
and which, if any thing can do it, will secure a judgment in his 
favor. It is but just that he should have the public ear, and 
every other facility which can be afforded him for making his 
defence. 

I will trouble my readers with only one reference 
more ; and as they were all written without any sugges- 
tion of mine, or of my Mends, perhaps they will weigh 
as much in the judgment of the community as the 
opinion of Dr. Adams, or that of his influential Mend, 
whose mind was made clear on reading two pages of 
my pamphlet. I quote now from the New Hampshire 
Courier J published at Concord: — 

Case of Bet. Mr. Faibchtld. — The readers of the Courier 
will recoUect the tria> and condemnation of this minister by a nu- 
merous council at Exeter ; nineteen voted him guilty, and six not 
guilty. That council doubtless acted an honest part ; their im- 
pression was that his guilt was proved, and they were zealous to 
testify that they would not screen even a minister in guilt; their 
zeal to preserve the ministry pure, carried them beyond the 
limits of just caution. Many, on reading the report of the trial, 
pronounced the evidence insufficient to convict a man. The 
principal witness was herself a guilty person; and one, too, 
who, for the sake of money, bargained away consdence, and 
then swore to his conviction, direcUy in the fiioe of her solemn 
Yow; her testimony, therefore, ought to have been most 
thoroughly sifled, and received with much abatement. So 
thought the six who voted in the negative on the triaL One j 

of the six, a legal gentleman of ability and candor, declared to | 

Ur. Fairdiild ^ opinion that an impartial jury would have ac* 
quitted him in ten minutes on such evidence. We dp not im- 
plicate the wisdom and good intentions of the coundl ; but any- 
body may err; we think they did. 

7 
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Mr. Fairchild has recentlj published a book of eighty pages, 
in which he has collected and exhibited a mass of eridence in 
his own favor, which, had it been presented to the council, would 
have, we thioJc, procured his triumphant acquittal A distin- 
guished lawyer, now retired from practice, pronounces his de- 
fence a triumphant one; and expresses Us surprise that so 
much testimony could be gathered up in so short a time since 
the decision of the council. 

Mr. Fairchild is now ready to go into court and meet his ac- 
cusers face to face. His enemies, who have used their arts to 
destroy, who supposed they had destroyed him, will still fight 
to the last against him, but in yain. We are quite positive that 
the testimony which he embodies in his work is enough to dear 
him from any charge. He will not stop with an acquittal ; he 
will demand of his prosecutors redress ; and if some of them 
are not sent to work for the State, it will not be becauje they do 
not deserve it Even Mr. Riddel, who assumed the part of 
prosecutor before the council, appears in an unenviable light, 
according to the showing of the pamphlet 

Mr. Fairchild writes like an injured man, though not in 
malice ; and we predict that he wiU stand even higher in the 
estimation of the community for having passed such a fiery 
ordeaL The sympathies of the community began to be enlisted 
in his favor very soon after his condemnation. And to those 
who have read his book, his justification and vindication are 
complete. We make these remarks because his trial was pub- 
lished in the Courier, though before the paper came into the 
hands of the present Editor. 

In view of the whole subject, the reflection arises, that 
malicious men are not unfrequently wounded by the weapons 
which they have fo)rged against the life and vitals of others. 
Thus may it always 1^ I 

In accordance with the suggestion, perhaps I ought 
to say wish, of Mr. Riddel, expressed in his letter to a 
Mend residing in a distant part of the State, an extract 
from which I just now quoted, special eflForts began to 
be made about that time to prevail on Governor 
Briggs to send to Grovemor Steele of New Hampshire 
a requisition for my arrest as a fugitive from justice, 
Grovemor Briggs, I was told, declined at first, on the 
ground that I was not a fugitive from justice, — that 
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when this complaint was made I was quietly discharg- 
ing my duties as a clergyman at Exeter, and that no 
charge like that then preferred against me, could make 
me in law a fugitive from justice. This decision set the 
matter at rest for a while, though somebody deemed it 
necessary to apologize in the Boston Atlas for what was 
thought to be a neglect of duty on his part, in not de- 
manding me. But soon after the publication of my 
pamphlet, which so greatly excited and annoyed my 
enemies, Gh>vemor Briggs was induced so fieur to change 
his views on the subject as to send to Ooternor Steele 
for liberty to take me by force out of the State of New 
Hampshire. I do not know by whom Grovemor Briggs 
was at last prevailed on to demand me of Grovemor 
Steele ; but I do know that it was not Mr. Parker, for 
he assured me that he had nothing to do with it, directly 
or indirectly. A friend of mine from Exeter, then in 
Concord on business, ascertained that a requisition had 
arrived from Grovemor Briggs that morning, and he 
notified me of the fact immediately. I think this must 
have taken place early in January, 1845. Though I was 
then not quite ready to go to Boston, yet I concluded to 
take no pains to evade an officer, should one come for 
my arrest But I soon received a second note from my 
friend at Concord, that the governor would not deliver 
me up, for two reasons : first, ^ that he had no constitu- 
tional right to do so,^ ^nd, second, << that he had carefully 
read my trial at Exeter, and my pamphlet just pub- 
lishedf and did not believe me guilty." And my fiiend 
addedf ^The governor says that Mr. Fairchild is at 
liberty to remain in New Hampshire unmolested ; and 
though there are many in the State that we should be 
glad to get rid of, yet he is not one of them." 

Soon after this, Mr. Walker, the attorney-general 
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of New Hampshire^ was in Exeter on business, and in 
the evening he requested a mutual friend to wait on me 
to his room, that he might see the strange man about 
whom he had heard so many wonderful .things. I was 
introduced to him, and spent an hour in his company 
very pleasantly. He then told me what took place 
when the requisition arrived from Governor Briggs, — 
that Governor Steele immediately put the documents 
into his hands as his legal adviser, and that they were 
not long in deciding the question ; " and now. Sir," said 
he, ^< the papers are all made out which I am going to 
send to Governor Briggs, and there they are in that 
trunk, peremptorily refusing to comply with the request; 
and had not that question been settled, it would have 
been altogether improper for me to have sought and 
had this interview with you ; but as the case now is, I 
have the same liberty to converse with you as with any 
one else." I then showed him my evidence. He said, 
** if that evidence can be relied on, Mr. Parker can never 
convict you against such testimony ; for though he is 
as savage as a bear, and has little mercy for the crimi- 
nal whom he believes to be guilty, yet he cannot con- 
vict you unless your evidence fail. And he would not 
convict you if he could against such testimony ; for he 
is naturally a kind-hearted man, and is never an advo- 
cate for palpable injustice. You have nothing to fear 
from any one but the deacons at South Boston." This 
is the substance of what he said. As I took no notes 
at the time, I, of course, repeat simply from memory. 

I have always thought that Governor Briggs meant 
to do me a service, as well as gratify my enemies. He 
must have known, as it seems to me, that his first decis- 
ion was right, and that Governor Steele would be of the 
same opinion, and consequently refuse to give me up ; 
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bnt as my enemies were pressing him on the subject, he 
concluded to grant their request, well knowing that he 
should thereby retain their good wishes, and at the same 
time show me a favor by giving me an opportunity of 
coming on for trial, and letting the world know that I 
came voluntarily, after having been assured that a requi- 
sition had been sent, and that Cxovemor Steele had re- 
turned it to Governor Briggs. This, however, is only 
my conjecture. But whether so designed or not by the 
governor, it certainly had that effect ; and I thank him 
for it 



CHAPTER VIL 

Just as all things were ready for my departure from 
Elxeter to Boston, a gentleman remarked to me that 
Deacon Drake was reported to have said that if I came 
on for trial without being forced here by an arrest, it 
would be because Gh>vemor Steele had notified me that 
if I saw fit to give myself up within so many days, it 
was well ; but if not, he should cause me to be anrested, 
and compel me to come. Whether the deacon had so 
reported I cannot say. But I can say, that in conse- 
quence of this report I delayed my departure some days, 
till I was sure that Grovemor Briggs must have received 
the papers from General Walker. 

On Monday morning, February 17, 1845, at ten 
o'clock, I entered the court house in Boston, and pre- 
sented myself before the Judge for trial on the indict* 
ment found against me by the grand-jury in the month 
of July preceding. My counsel wished the court to fix 
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upon a day for trial, and in the mean time to put me 
mider bonds for my appearance at the time appointed. 
Mr. Parker, the prosecuting attorney, arose and stated 
to the court that I was there unexpectedly, — that the 
governor had, some time before, sent a requisition to 
New Hampshire for my arrest, — that the governor of 
that State had returned the papers and refused to de- 
liver me up, — that I was there voluntarily, and was not, 
in law, a criminal, and that no bonds could be legally 
taken until a warrant had been served upon me. And 
so the judge ordered that form to be gone through with 
by some officer of the court then present, who served 
the warrant on the spot ; and so I became a legal pris- 
oner. Monday, the 34th day of March, was assigned as 
the time for trial. The bail for my appearance on that 
day was fixed at one thousand dollars, and six of my 
old neighbors and friends who had known me inti- 
mately for many years, came forward as my surety, — 
Messrs. Cyrus Alger, Stephen Jenney, William Gut- 
terson, H. N. Crane, John W. Crafts, William Eaton, 
and William A Aiken. That distant day being 
appointed for the trial gave my enemies about five 
weeks to prepare for the contest, which they well knew 
would be a sad affair to them, if they failed of their 
object For fear that Mr. Parker should fail to do his 
duty in the case, they employed William Brigham, Esq. 
to assist him, and he was soon at work hunting up evi- 
dence. He went once to my college class mate. Rev. 
Louis Dwight, for which I was thankful ; but I never 
heard of his going a second time. 

Before I left Exeter I had fixed upon no counsellor to 
manage my case in court It was now time to attend to 
that matter. For my junior counsel I soon selected John 
A- BoUes, Esq., who served me well. I did ndt select 
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my senior counsel till some ten days after. I con- 
sulted several gentlemen of the legal profession as to 
the most suitable lawyer to plead the case in comrt Mr. 
Bardett advised me to employ Mr. Choate. But to 
ttus I objected, and gave him my reasons. I told him, 
what he ahready well knew, that whenever a man was 
anested who was really goilty and ought to be punished, 
if he employed Mr. Choate, it was expected almost as a 
matter of course, that he woulH be acquitted. And I felt 
quite unwilling to give my enemies an opportunity to 
say, in case of my acquittal, that no lawyer could have 
cleared me but Mr. Choate, and he can clear anybody. 
I knew that my cause was a just and righteous one, 
and that if it could be fairly presented to the judge and 
juiy, I should be acquitted. And all I wanted was a 
lawyer of respectable character and talents to argue my 
case. This objection Mr. Bartlett ovenuled, and I con- 
sented that he should write to Mr. Choate, who was then 
in the Senate at Washington, but would be at home in 
season for that service. He did write, and Mr. Choate 
replied, that owing to certain circumstances, he could not 
take my case. We concluded that he had received 
from some quarter a retaining, fee ; but afterwards I as- 
certained £rom himself, what the true reason was, and 
which I vrill mention in another place. I then made 
application to Judge Warren, who consented to take my 
case. And the result showed that I made a wise selec- 
tion. But the judge, having heard of the story about 
the ^disreputable disease" which was circulated at 
Exeter, would not agree to take my case, as he after- 
wards told me, till he had had an interview with his 
friend, Dr. Hayward. The judge left the Doctor as well 
satisfied of my innocence as were my friends, Winslow 
and Dwigfat, who had previously sought a similar inter* 
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view for a similar purpose, as will be stated on a subse- 
quent page. 

The trisJ came on at the time appointed, Monday, 
March 24th, at ten o'clock, a. m. In impanelling the 
jury, the usual questions were asked, whether they were 
impartial, fire'e from prejudice, and could sit and give 
judgment in the case according to law and evidence. 
One of them, Mr. Greorge W. Bond, a well-known and 
much respected merchant *in this dty, said that he had 
formed and expressed an unfavorable opinion, and 
deemed himself unfit to serve. But Judge Warren, 
after putting to him certain questions, which Mr. Bond 
answered to his satisfaction, requested him to retain his 
seat among the jurors. The trial then commenced ; and 
Judge Washburn, since governor, charged the jury on 
Saturday morning about eleven o'clock. The jury not 
having returned at one o'clock, the judge retired to his 
lodgings, having given directions to be sent for when 
they should signify that they were prepared to render a 
verdict About this time, Mr. Parker signified to Mrs. 
Fairchild a wish to see her. On going up to his table, 
he told her for her comfort, doubtiess deeply sympathiz- 
ing with her, that he should not trouble her or her hus- 
band by pursuing the case any further ; for, said he, ^ if 
the jury do not agree I will enter a nolle prosequV^ Judge 
Warren wished to know what Mr. Parker had said to 
her ; and when she told him, he replied with a good deal 
of feeling : " Not if I can prevent it ; for if I cannot ob- 
tain a verdict on such evidence, I will give up my pro- 
fession." 

About five o'clock, the judge was recalled. The jury 
entered and said they had agreed, and were ready to 
declare their verdict SheriflF Bveleth imme4iately arose 
and gave iiotice, that if any expressions of approbation 
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or disapprobation should be made by the audience, it 
would be regarded as a contempt of court, and that he 
should call on the officers present to arrest the offenders. 
But the moment the verdict — notgtdUy — was rendered, 
a shout went up so loud and strong as to make the arches 
ring; at this, the sheriff brought down his hammer upon 
the desk, calling on the officers to do their duty. But it 
was too late to shut the door when the steed had fled 
Mr. Eveleth, however, did not appear to manifest much 
resentment at the disrespect shown to his authority; 
and he probably did not feel as though his dignity had 
been greatly insulted. 

As soon as the commotion created by the announce- 
ment of the verdict had subsided, I arose and requested 
permission to say a few words, which the judge readily 
granted. I spoke as follows : — 

May it please your Honor, — Having been acquitted by a 
jniy of my .country, I wish now to state that from the first 
moment I heard that the grand-jory had found a bill against me, 
I determined to return and meet the accusation as soon as I 
ooold, acting under a sense of duty to myself, and the advice of 
ooanseL I determined to return to the Old Bay State, to this 
goodly city of Boston, to my former acquaintances and friends, 
among whom I had labored for fifteen years in the gospel min* 
btiy, and who had been witnesses of my daily life and conver- 
Badon. I did return ; and though under the condemnation of 
an ecclesiastical council, I found a host of friends to cheer and 
comfort me. I have submitted myself to the laws, as a good 
cidzen should do, and the result is before you. During the 
trial my mouth has been closed ; but I now declare wi& all 
lolemnity, and as in the presence of my Maker and Judge, 
that I am innocent of the crimes laid to my charge. My ene- 
mies and persecutors I forgive, and commend them to the for- 
giving mercy of Almighty Grod. The pains, — the agonies 
which they have caused me to endure, no tongue can tell. 
Tbey have brought me and mine almost to penury ; but I will 
still trust in the Lord, and fear no eviL I am now restored to 
that ministry in which I have endeavored to labor with all 
fidelity for thirty years ; and being thus restored to my office, I 
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greatly rejoice. I will only add, that I thank your honor ibr 
jour patience and impartiality in the discharge of your duty 
as judge. I thank the county attorney for his courtesy ; and 
the jury for their just and righteous verdict. 

As soon as I had finished, Mr. Bond, the gentleman 
who at first objected to serve on the jury, standing near 
me, touched my shoulder and reminded me of what he 
had said at the opening of the court, and then added: 
" I was fully satbfied of your legal innocence before I 
left my seat ; but as I and the foreman took full notes 
of the evidence, at my suggestion we have been these 
six hours going over this evidence item by item, and 
now I am fully satisfied of your moral innocence." A 
gentleman then stepped up to me, at that time an 
entire stranger, and asked me if I would consent to ride 
to my lodgings in the same carriage, and drawn by the 
same white horses which were used when the President 
of the United States was escorted through our streets. 
I thanked him for his kind feelings, but I could not 
gratify him. I told him that, as I was greatly fatigued, 
I should deem it a favor if he would take me home in 
a plain carriage. When the carriage was ready, he 
came to notify me ; and as I left the court room, I passed 
through the office of Sheriff Eveleth, who, as I had 
noticed, was a constant attendant in court while the 
trial was going on. He had some previous acquaint- 
ance with me, and on that account he probably felt de- 
sirous of hearing the testimony, that he might be able 
to judge for himself. As I entered his office, he ^was 
conversing with Mr. Parker ; he left him immediately 
and took me by the hand, and in the presence of Mr. 
Parker, congratulated ^e on my acquittal, pronouncing 
the verdict a truthful one, — just such as ihe evidence 
demanded. And as I passed out of the court house 
and stood on the steps, there appeared to be, so far as I 
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could see, one solid mass of human flesh; and the 
moment I took my seat in the carriage, I was saluted 
with " three times three cheers " with a hearty good- 
will 

Thus ended such a week as I had never seen before, 
and hope never to see again. And if my enemies had 
then acted the part of good citizens, whatever their 
private opinions might still have been, and submitted to 
the decision of the court, and thenceforth have let me 
alone, they would have saved me as well as themselves 
a world of trouble, and would have greatly modified, if 
not entirely removed, the general impression that they 
had been pursuing me as vindictive persecutors. And 
especially if Dr. Adams had then come to me and given 
me his hand, and expressed his satisfaction with the 
verdict, and offered to redeem his pledge twice sent to 
me, of inviting me into his pulpit oil my acquittal, — 
all would have been buried in the grave of oblivion 
years ago. But this he would not do. He did not even 
enter the court room to hear one particle of the evidence, 
and only came at last to hear the arguments of counsel, 
and I was afterwards credibly informed, that on his 
way home he remarked to a gentleman that, having 
heard the ai^uments, he was more convinced of my 
gmlt than ever. But whether he and his associates in 
these transactions have not now put it beyond their 
power to obtain a modification of public sentiment 
more favorable, I leave to the judgment of those who 
may read what follows ; for the strangest and most dis- 
tressing part of my story is yet to be told, and, as it 
s^ms to me, the most inexcusable and dishonorable to 
the chief actors in the drama. ^ 

The trial ended late in the afternoon on Saturday. 
We were staying with a good Mend of ours, the son 
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of one of my deacons in East Hartford, who had known 
me well from his childhood, and who, as soon as he 
heard that I was coming to Boston, sent us a kind invi- 
tation to spend our time in his family till after the trial 
was over. He and his amiable lady took great pains to 
encourage and comfort us ; and they were as successful 
as any Mends on earth could have been, considering the 
fearful ordeal through which I was about to pass. 

The next day was the Sabbath. I received a note 
early in the morning from the then pastor of the Baptist 
Church in South Boston, and who had been present in 
court to hear the testimony, that he might judge for him- 
self, — inviting me to occupy his pulpit with him either 
part of the day, and if I felt able, he wished me to speak 
to the people ; and if not able, to come and sit by his 
side. But as I was too feeble to speak, I declined his 
affectionate and brotherly invitation. In the afternoon, 
I entered the Methodist Church as silently as I could; 
but I was soon noticed by one of the brethren, who came 
to me with the request that I would take my seat with 
'the preacher in the pulpit; but I declined on account of 
my feebleness. Then the preacher himself came to me, 
and gave the same invitation; and lest I should be 
thought churlish if I longer refused, I consented, and 
made the closing prayer, and read the last hymn. 

When I was in Saco at the time of Mr. Riddel's call 
on me, as has been already noticed, Mr. Hopkins ex- 
pressed to me his strong conviction that I should, at no 
distant day, reenter the pulpit I despondingly said, 
" that will never be." " Will you promise me," said he, 
" if you go to court, as the council advised, and are ac- 
quitted, that yoiJuwiU preach your first sermon for me ? " 
" Certainly," said L He remembered the promise and 
claimed its fulfilment, though he had then resigned his 
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office, and his Bnccessor was already installed. And so 
I went to 8aco and preached my first sermon from these 
words, " My refuge is in God}^ and in the evening from 
these words, ^ And there shaU be no night thereJ^ As 
that was my first attempt at preaching after my acquit- 
tal, I tnist the reader will excuse me if I insert here an 
account of that service, given by a Methodist clergyman 
who was present, and who sent the subjoined letter the 
next day to be published in the Olive Branch. The 
writer has a method peculiarly his own in expressing 
his thoughts, and perhaps on that account, some will 
read it with more interest. 

Sago, April 1, 1845. 
" Smar to whom hmor ia due,** 

Messrs. Editors, — Permit me, through the columns of 
jour paper, to speak in praise of. some gentlemen herein named. 
And first, I will speak of the Bev. J. H. Fairchild, who preaohed 
jesterdaj in the Congregational meeting-hoose in Saco, to a. 
great assembly who enjoyed the privilege of sitting under the 
droppings of the sanctuary with great delight The morning 
text was in Fsahn 62d, last clause of verse 7th. In the even- 
ing not less than a thousand people heard him preach from a 
text in Rev., 22d chapter, first clause of the 5th verse, from 
which (under five heads he contrasted the darkness of the pres- 
ent, with the hrightness of the future world of glory, where 
there will he no night, nor pain, n<Hr sorrow, — where the wicked 
will cease from trouhling, and the wearv he at rest). He spoke 
with much feeling, sowing the word of life in tears, and douht- 
leas has left an impression for good that will never he forgotten. 

It may be asked, why did he preach first in Saco ? AjQSwer, 
—Because when he was crucified last August at Exeter, God 
sent wise men from the East, namely, — the Bev. Mr. Hopkins, 
tad the Hon. W. P. Haines, counsellor-at-law, who was also 
Jesos's disciple. These same had not consented to the council 
sod deed of them who crucified him, but broueht a mixture of 
iByrrh and aloes or oomfort&ble words and good looks more than 
a hondred pounds, and did nothing secretly for fear of the Jewi^ 
but publidygave Mr. Fairchild their hiuidsj>f friendship in a 
tinie of need. Mi^ God remember them for this in the day 
wbea he shall make up his jewels I This perhaps is the reason 

8 
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why we have bad the blessed priyilege of bearing the ugnred 
Mr. Faircbild preach first in Saco ; and maj the Lord give him 
souls for that day's labor, and in the world to come, a place 
where there will be no night 

In condosion, let me say that the invisible hand of God has 
moved mysteriously to bring the feet of his servant through the 
waters, and has set them in a large place ; and I hope it will 
lead him and us to trust in the Lord at all times. 

The next Sabbath I preached in my. old pulpit at 
Exeter, and the Sabbath after for Dr. Burgess in Ded- 
ham. 

By this time I bad become pretty well acquainted with 
the opinion of the public press on the subject of my ac- 
quittal, and also of several most respectable gentlemen of 
the legal and clerical profession. I received a note of con 
gratulation, written on Monday the second day after 
my acquittal, from a clergyman, which was so gratify- 
ing to me at the time that I must be permitted to 
insert it, that it may be a lasting testimony to the good- 
ness and kindness of that man's heart, and a severe re- 
buke to those whose consciences may testify that they 
deserve it Though that dear man is no more with us ; 
yet he has left behind a host of friends and loving par- 
ishioners, who, I doubt not, will be glad to hear his 
opinion of the verdict of the court I refer to the late 
Dr. Codman, of Dorchester; and "though dead, he yet 
speaketh." 

DoBGHBSTXB, Monday eToning, Hardi 31, 1845. 

Mt dbab Sib, — I regret exceedingly that I was obliged to 
part with yon so abruptly this morning, having an indispensable 
engagement that required immediate attention. I should have 
expressed my congratulations upon the result of your late trial, 
and my sympathy with you and your beloved wife. I am ex- 
pecting to leave the countiy to-morrow ; but I could not depart 
without leaving this explanation behind me. 

JVishing you and yours every blessing, 
I am, yours sincerely, 

John Godkait. 
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Papers soon began to pour in upon me, both secular 
and religious, from all parts of the United States, highly 
commending the verdict of the jury. I will copy the 
announcement from two or three of the papers. The 
Christian Mrror^ published in Portland, and edited by 
Rev. Asa Cummings, D. D., contains the following brief 
notice of the result : — 

The oongratnlations at Mr. Fairchild'd acquittal are most fnll 
and hearty. He had all bat fallen a victim to a most wicked 
ooDspiracy, and every one must rejoice that the villanous plot is 
now exposed ; the more from the fact of his sustaining the clerical 
office. The majority of the council, who tried the case, in ref- 
erence to its ecclesiastical bearings, but who had not power like 
a ciril court to compel the attendance of witnesses, at least to 
tliat needful extent, will doubtless participate in this rejoicing.'' 

'Bie Boston Recorder says : — . 

The result has given general satisfaction to those who at- 
tended the trial, and we know of no reason why others and all 
should not rest in the conclusion that the verdict is according to 
truth. K it be not so, of what avail are courts and juries to 
any man, who has had the misfortune to be accused or sus- 
pected? 

m^ Vermont Chronicle says: — 

From the evidence in court we see not how any court or 
ooundl could regard the principal witnesses in any other light 
than as unprincipled characters. 
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CHAPTER VIII. 

About this time I heard that the deacons at South 
Boston were preparing a pamphlet for publication, to 
show the people that I was after all a vile man, — that 
I had been unjustly acquitted, and that the honor of the 
ministry and the purity of the church required them to 
unmask me, and expose my hideous deformities to the 
world. I was told that it was confidentiy asserted that 
I should never preach again after that pamphlet was 
circulated. It was not long before it was announced in 
the papers ; a Mend sent me one. I first looked at the 
titie, "Tbuth Rbvbalbx)," — and then looked to see 
whether any but the deacons were responsible for it, by 
appending their names ; and, to my utter amazement, 
I could not find the deacons' names, nor any other ! I 
read it ; and when I had got through I felt truly thank- 
ful that the deacons had given it to the world, and I did 
not wonder that it was anonymous. The public press 
took little notice of it A few editors spoke of it, but 
always, so far as I know, in terms of decided disappro- 
bation. One says : — 

The pamphlet published by the South Boston deacons, con- 
ceming Mr. Fairchild's case, has proved ah abortive attempt on 
their part to add insult to injury. The silly affair does not seH, 
and creates no excitement We advise these deacons, and all 
others who have by their savage persecutions driven Mr. Fair- 
child wellnigh to despair, to enter immediately upon a work of 
repentance, ere the judgments of heaven fall upon them for 
their sins. Mr. Fairchild has been nobly acquitted in a court 
of justice of the crimes charged upon him by a dissolute girl, 
and the public verdict has aLo been rendered in his favor. 
Now, we say, let him alone, or rather assist him by kindness 
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and attention to regain his fonner position in sodetj. Those 
who wonld farther wantonly trifle with his feelings deserve the 
severest reprobation of the public 

Another editor, noticing the pamphlet, says : — 

As Mr. Fairchild volnntarilj submitted to a trial by the 
proper legal tribunal of his country, and by that tribunal was 
triumphantly acquitted, we think it evidence of reckless and 
wanton malice for his quondam deacons still to hunt him. 
With the candid and intelligent, Mr. Fairchild will suffer 
nothing by this act, while his pursuers will lose much of their 
remaining hold on the respect and confidence of the public, 
which had before been greatly weakened by the evident spite 
and hearty good-will with which they hunted their intended 
victim. Besides, Mr. Fairchild has complied with the laws of 
bis country by submitting cheerfully to her judiciaiy, which, 
instead of condemning him, has spread over him the broad jSgU 
of her protection. It is wholly gratuitous to go behind its 
decisions, as there is not the slightest intimation that the trial 
was not managed fairly. Reverence to our laws and institutions 
sboold induce the deaocms and their clique, like good citizens, to 
Bubmit Society has done all it can to purify itself. If Mr. 
Fairchild is guilty, these holy deacons cannot suffer more than 
other membm of the communis, and must appear very awk- 
ward in being so forward in still pursuit^ one whose sensitive- 
ness is so great as almost to make life a burden under theur 
clamors to have him sacrificed. His sufferings already have 
brought him at times to the very gates of dealb. We wish the 
men had more charity, and a little of the milk of human kind- 



As tiie moderator and scribe of the Exeter conncil had 
announced to the world in the ISmtany immediately 
after my suapension from the ministry, that if I should 
obtain an acquittal in court, ^they would haste with 
unutterable joy to reverse their i»esent decision,*' I ex- 
pected them to redeem their pledge without delay. 
Trae, I did not suppose such an act necessary, for I con- 
sidered myself restored to my oflice by the verdict of 
ftoquittal taken in connection with the result of council, 
and I acted accordingly. But as the public in general 

8* 
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seemed to expect that a reassembling of the ooimcil 
would take place in accordance with the announcement 
of the officers of the council, I called on Dr. Dana to 
ascertain whether he was going to issue letters recalling 
the counciL He said that he would if I requested him 
to do so in a letter to him, stating precisely what I 
wished them to come together for. I told him that I 
had nothing for them to do but what he and the scribe 
had said they would do in case of my acquittal, — that 
is, to reverse their decision, and make it conform to the 
decision of the court, and that I expected it to be done 
spontaneously on their part, without any agency of 
mine ; for I did not see that I had any thing more to do 
in the matter. I told him that if he wished it, I might 
consent to write him a note as he had suggested, but I 
must first think of it awhile, and if I concluded to make 
the request, he should hear from me soon. And as I 
arose to take my leave, he remarked that some of the 
members of the council might expect me to bring before 
them my witnesses, on whose testimony I was acquitted 
in court, that they might examine and judge for them- 
selves. To this I at once objected, both on the ground 
of tlie expense, and for the reason that the council had ^ 
already declared themselves incompetent; and I could 
not see why they should deem themselves more compe- 
tent to try the case now than they were at first And 
on constdting my neighbor. Rev. Dr. French of North 
Hampton, a wise counsellor, he advised me never to 
consent that that council should come together for such 
a purpose. This soon led to some correspondence with 
Dr. Dana and others, which will be quoted more appro- 
priately in another place. I will just state here, that a 
gentleman said to me, that during anniversary week in 
May, 1845, he saw Dr. Dana in Boston, and asked him 
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if he designed to recall the council, and that he replied, 
"I have just had an interview with Mr. Adams, and 
have concluded not to do so." 

Dr. French had suggested to me, previous to my inter- 
view with Dr. Dana, that it might be advisable for me 
to call a convention of clergymen, and let them act in 
the matter so far as to give me a certificate of good 
standing in the ministry. This he said after he had 
made some special efforts to induce the moderator and 
scribe to recall the council ; but without avail, as will 
Boon be seen from his own letter to me. We felt it 
desirable that something should be done ; but I am now 
satisfied that, on the principles of Congregationalism, 
there was nothing to be done, — certainly not by those 
who had composed that council, for it had ceased to be. 
It was ecclesiastically dead, and there was no power in 
the Congregationalism of Massachusetts to restore it to 
life. But more of this hereafter. 

Dr. French having failed in his preceding efforts, pro- 
posed another plan. He drew up a certificate for the 
purpose of obtaining the signatures of the most respected 
and influential clergymen of our denomination, if they 
were disposed to sign it, testifying to the churches what 
their views were in relation to my case. That certificate 
I here subjoin, with a portion of the names of the sign- 
ers. It is needless to take up room by inserting them 
all:- 

Whereas the councO in Exeter, New Hampshire, in Jaly, 
18i4, in the case of the Bev. J. H Fairchild, resulted that 
^unless he can present a clearer vindication of himself before 
some tribunal more competent than ourselves to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth, and HU 
neh act be done^ he ought not, and, so far as our decision goes, 
does not, longer hold the place of a minister in the church of 
Christ" And 

Whereas the Bev. Mr. Fairchild did accordingly submit his 
cue to a civil court, who fully acquitted him ; and 
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Whereas bj the acquittal of that tribunal, Mr. Fairchild't 
suspension from the ministrj, according to the implied proTifiO 
in the result of the council, has ceased ; and 

Whereas this construction of the result is, in our opinion^ 
sustained bj the fact that no special provision was made for the 
oouncil to reassemble in case of such an acquittal ; and 

Whereas this construction is also, in our view, confinned by 
the further fact that, afler the lapse of several monUis since hia 
acquittal, no measures are taken bj the council to reassemble 
for anj further action in the case. 

We, therefore, the undersigned, beg leave, as individuals, to 
saj to all whom it may concern, that in our view on the ground 
of the result of council and the verdict of the jury, the Bey. 
Joy H. Fairchild is, and of right ought to be reinstated in hia 
ministry, and restored to the fellowship and communion of the 
churches. 

Bev. Jonathan French, D. D., Northampton, N. H. 
« Samuel W. Clark, Greenland, « 

^ Wm. Cogswell, D. D., Gilmanton, ^ 

^ Nathaniel Bouton, D. D., Concord, ^ 
" John Bichards, D. D., Hanover, " 

« Leonard Woods, D. D., Andover, Mass. 
« Samuel C. Jackson, D. D., «* «* 

^ Ebenezer Bnrgess, D. D., Dedham, ^ 
« Gardner B. Perry, D. D., E. Bradford, « 
« Alfred Ely, D. D., Monson, « 

« Dudley Phelps, Groton, « 

^ Nathan Munroe, W. Bradford « 

<< Hubbard Winslow, Boston, "< 

« Joseph H. Towne, « « 

« LoiHsDwight, « « 

^ David T. KimbaU, Ipswich, ^ 

" John March, Newburyport, " 

« S. Hopkins Emery, Bedford, « 

*^ Joel Mann, Salem, *^ 

<< Amos Blanchard, D. D., Lowell, ^ 

« S.W. Hanks, « « 

" Reuben Emerson, South Beading, « 

^ Joseph Vaill, D. D., Somers, Connecticut. 
^ Asa Cummings, D. D., Portland, Me., and twenty-^wo 
others. 

Judging from the readiness with which most of the 
gentlemen signed this paper to whom it was presented, 
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I presnme that signatures might have been obtained to 
ahnost any amount Bat as soon as I had accepted 
the call to become the pastor of my present church, it 
was not deemed necessary to make any further efforts 
to get signatures, and none were made; because the 
coimcil who should install me, it was thought, would 
act with authority and efficiency. But Dr. Adams 
seems to have been no more ready to yield to the opin- 
ion of these clergymen, than he was to submit to the 
Terdict of the jury. 

Fifty-six members of the Phillips Church, having sent 
in a written request to be dismissed from that church, 
that they might be organized into a new one bearing the 
name of Payson Church, an ecclesiastical council was 
conyened for that purpose in the vestry of the Baptist 
meeting-house, on the 16th day of July, 1845. Eleven 
churches were represented. The council was organized 
by the choice of Rev. Dr. Burgess of Dedham as mode- 
rator, and Rev. Dudley Phelps of Groton as scribe. 
There was much discussion and deliberation, and earnest 
opposition, especially by Dr. Adams. He suggested to a 
member of the council who sat near him, to ask the 
committee who had summoned them together, whether 
it was not their intention to call me to be their pastor. 
One of the council immediately eu'ose and objected 
against the committee's answering any such questions. 
He said that they had come there to form a church, and 
not to question them as to their intended pastor; and 
then added, *' If we are going to allow such questions 
to be asked, we had better put on cardinal caps at 
once." The council, however, voted by a large majority 
to proceed to the organization of the church. The ser- 
vices were performed in the Baptist meeting-house on 
the erening of the none day. The Rev. William M 
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Rogers, then pastor of Winter Street church, but navr^ 
I trust, in heaven, preached the sermon. 

The Payson Church, soon after their organization, sent 
me an unanimous invitation to become their pastor, 
through their committee appointed for that purpose, 
both male and female members voting. After speaking 
of the time and place of the church-meeting, and the 
perfect unanimity of the call, the committee proceed as 
follows : — 



Permit us, dear Sir, in behalf of the Payaon Church, to i 
you that a spirit of the utmost harmony was manifested on the 
occasion, and the vote was received with the greatest cordiality 
and union. Many of the members of this new church have, for 
many years, been among your personal friends, — friends whooi 
you have long loved and dearly cherished, — friends with whom 
you have, in years that are past, taken sweet counsel. We are 
now a litde Hock without a shepherd — without a leader ; and 
believing that Grod in his providence has indicated that yon 
should become our spiritual guide and teacher, — that yon 
should "lure to heaven, and direct the way,** — we do most cor- 
dially and affectionately invite you to come and break to us the 
bread of life. Mournful and sad was the day when yon de- 
parted fix>m us. Come back again, then, to your old friends 
and neighbors, — to your brethren and sisters in Jesus, doubly 
endeared to many of them on account of your instrumentality, 
by the divine blessing, in bringing them to the Lamb of God. 
Come back to us, and though few in numbers and poor in parse, 
we are ready to share our last morsel with you and yours ; 
ready to throw open wide our doors to receive you, and to wel- 
come you with our whole hearts. Since you went from us, your 
trials have, indeed, been severe ; the storm that has raged around 
you has been menacing. But, thank heaven, you have been 
brought through the tempest unscathed. The wrath of man has 
not been permitted to overwhelm you. The clearest sunlight 
has again broke forth. The bright arch of hope again spans the 
clouds. Come back, then, we say, and fond hearts will again 
cluster around you. Here have we fixed our earthly homes ; 
here erected our family altars, from which, we trust, ascends the 
incense of contrite hearts ; and oh, believe us, you are not for- 
gotten in our offerings. Oh, it was cruel in your enemies to 
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hunt jofi like a partridge on the mountains, — to drive jon to 
the verge of distraction ; but may heaven forgive them, as we 
hope we do. Come back, and may the God of heaven bless 
both jou and us. May we long dwell together in brotherly love 
and Christian fellowship ; and may no untoward event again sep- 
arate us while life endures! Here let us together live. Here 
let us die. Here may we be buried, and at last meet in heaven 
to part no more forever. 

Yours in the fiiith and fellowahip of the GospeL In behalf 
of the oonunittee, % 

Calyik Walton, CTudrman* 

On the receipt of this letter at Exeter, after perusing 
it with tears, I put it into the hands of a gentleman of 
education to read ; and as he returned it, he said, " that 
letter reminds one of the Declaration of Independence. 
It is worthy to be printed among the stars." The fol- 
lowing is my reply : — 

ExETBB, September 2, 1845. 
To THB MEMBERS OF THE FaTSON ChURCH : — 

My dearly beloved, — I have received, through your commit- 
tee, your unanimous invitation, that I would become your pastor 
and teacher. This invitation, t<^ther with the kind and warm- 
hearted letter which aocompani^ it, excites in my bosom those 
emotions which no words of mine can adequately express. 
While reading that letter, the tears of joy started in my eyes ; 
and I thanked €rod for raising me up such friends as Solomon 
describes, — friends " who love at all times." It would be in 
vain for me to attempt to give utterance to the feelings of grati- 
tude which now fill my heart This renewed assurance of your 
affiection aind confidence, evidenced as it is by your united and 
earnest request that I would return to my former field of labor, 
and again preach to you the bread of Hfe, demands from me an 
affiniiative answer. Your hearts and prayers have been with 
me Bad for me in all my trials and persecutions. And though 
I cannot make any adequate return for your continued sympathy 
and kindness, yet I will do what I can. I most willingly accept 
yoor invitation, and you may expect me with you the next Sab- 



And now, beloved, let us feel our dependence on God. 
Without his blessing, our reunion will be in vain. With it, we 
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may expect the most happj results. Though small in numbers 
and in wealth, yet God can make *^ the little one to become a 
thousand." If we are a united, a humble, and a praying peo- 
ple, God will prosper us. I shall come among you with a deter^ 
mination to labor in the Lord's vineyard with all fidelity, — ** to 
be instant in season and out of season." It will not be my de- 
sign in coming back to you, to excite par^ strife, but, if possible, 
to allay it ; not to quarrel with any man, but, '^ as far as in me 
lies, to live peaceably with all men." And in the attainment of 
this object, I shall #xpect your hearty cooperation. We mitet 
study the things which make for peace. We must do our Mas- 
ter's business quietly and unobtrusively ; and should any Sanbal- 
lats and Tobias attempt to interrupt us, we must say, as did the 
prophet Nehemiah and his fellow-laborers, ^we are doin^ a 
great work and cannot come down." Should any one say, ^ if a 
fox go up, he will break down the wall," we must not be diverted 
firom our purpose, but make our prayer unto God, and leave the 
event with him. We must labor and pray for the peace of 
Jerusalem, — for the prosperity of Zion, — for the descent of the 
Holy Ghost, and the conversion of sinners unto God. I shall 
cherish a spirit of forgiveness towards all my enemies, and 
entreat you to do the same. Let this be our united and fervent 
prayer — may God forgive them/ 

As to my temporal wants, I trust that they will be supplied. 
That God, who ''feeds the young ravens when they cry unto 
him," will not permit me or mine to suffer through hunger, or 
oold, or nakedness. I cast in my lot with yours. We must all 
make sacrifices and practise self-deniaL And we shall most 
cheerfully do this, if we will only think of him ^who, though he 
was rich, yet for our sakes beoune poor, that we through his 
poverty might be rich." Let us be diligent in the business of 
our respective callings, as duty requires, and at the same time 
live for Christ and the good of his church, and we shall not 
want. Let us lay aside selfishness, cultivate a liberal spirit, and 
regard ourselves as the Lord's stewards, and then there will be 
no lack of means to sustain his cause* 

And now, m j beloved friends, may the Lord smile on our re- 
union, and make it the occasion of great glory to himself and of 
unspeakable benefit to us and our children, both here and here- 
after. 

Yours in the bonds of Christian love, 

J. H. Faibchild. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

On the first Sabbath in September, I began my labors 
as the religious teacher of the Payson Church. The 
committee had procured for me the FrankUn Hall, in 
Barker's building, which was formerly occupied by the 
Methodist society, before they had ability to erect a 
church of their own, from which place we removed on 
the first Sabbath in January, 1846, into the more com- 
modious hall which we now occupy, at the comer of B 
slareet and Broadway, where we shall remain till our 
new church, which is now being erected, be so far fin- 
ished as to enable us to meet in the vestry. 

At the commencement of the services, I read the 
27th Psalm, which contains so many passages applica^- 
ble to tiie strange circumstances in which I had been 
placed, that it seemed to some to be as appropriate as 
if it had been made expressly for the occasion. 

That the reader may see how wonderfully adapted the 
Bible is to all the afflictive circumstances of himian life, 
I will here quote the whole of that psalm : — 

Tlie Lord is my light and my salvation ; whom shall I fear? 
the Lord is the strength of my life ; of whom shall I be afraid ? 

When the wicked, even mine enemies and my foes, came upon 
me to eat up my flesh, they stumbled and fell. 

Though an host should encamp against me, my heart shall 
not fear; though war should rise against me, in tins will I bo 
confident 

One thing have I desired of the Lord, that will I seek after ; 
that I may dwell in the house of the Lord all the days of my 
hh, to behold the beauty of the Lord, and to inquire in his 
temple* 

For in the tune of trouble he shall hide m9 iqi his pavilion : 

9 
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in the secret of his tabemade shall he hide me ; he shall set me 
up upon a rock. 

And now shall my head be lifted up above mine enemies 
round about me : therefore will I offer in his tabernacle sacri- 
fices of joj ; I will sing, yea, I will sing praises unto the Lord. 

Hear, O Lord, when I cry with my voice : have mercy also 
upon me, and answer me. 

When thou saidst, Seek ye my &oe ; my heart said unto thee. 
Thy face. Lord, will I seek. 

Hide not thy faoe far from me ; put not thy servant away in 
anger ; thou hast been my help ; leave me not, neither forsake 
me, O God of my salvation. 

When my father and my mother forsake me, then the Lord 
will take me up. 

Teach me thy way, O Lord, and lead me in a plain path, be- 
cause of mine enemies. 

Deliver me not over unto the will of mine enemies : for false 
witnesses are risen up against me, and such as breathe oat 
cruelty. 

I had fainted, unless I had believed to see the goodness of the 
Lord in the land of the living. 

Wait on the Lord : be of g^ courage, and he shall strengthen 
thine heart : wait, I say, on the Lord. 

I selected my text firom the 10th chapter of Acts, 
and 29th verse : " Therefore came I unto you without 
gainsaying, as soon as I was sent for; I ask therefore 
for what intent ye have sent for me ? " particularly the 
last clause. 

I wish it was so that I could present to my readers the 
whole of that sermon ; but this cannot be done without 
excluding matters which are more especially adapted to 
the object of this book. I will, however, quote what 
peculiarly relates to that extraordinary occasion : — 

The circumstances of our present meeting, my friends, are 
quite peculiar. Never before did I address an audience with 
such emotions — emotions too big for utterance. And if ever, 
in preaching a sermon, I needed a remembrance in the prayers 
of Christians, — if I ever needed the grace of God to strengthen 
and sustain me, I need it this morning. The feelings which 
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' fill mj heart and suffuse my ejes, no words can adequately 
express. True, I have spoken in this hall before ; for when It 
was occupied by my brethren of the Methodist denomination, I 
accepted their kind invitation to preach to them on more occa- 
sions than one. It is also true that I have spoken to most of 
yon who now hear me, from Sabbath to Sabbath, for many 
years ; but never before with feelings of such unusual charac* 
ter, and such unusual intensity. You do not wonder at this. 
Yob would indeed wonder if it were not so, when you consider 
the circumstances which have brought us together within these 
waUs to-day. I do not intend to go into ^any detailed account 
of these matters. This is forbidden by the day, the occasion 
and the object of our present meeting. Neither have I any 
wish to disturb your feelings or mine by such a disgusting and 
painful recitaL Besides, the whole story of my sufferings has 
already been published to the world, with which you are all 
fiuniliar, so that neither duty nor necessity requires a recapitu- 
lation of them here. I would rather that they should be buried 
in perpetual oblivion. 

But there is one thing which the sacredness of the day does 
not forbid me. I may express to you my heart-felt gratitude for 
the interest yon have taken in my welfare, and for your sympa- 
thy and kindness in all my trials. In the darkest hour of my 
adversity, when my way seemed hedged up — when no light 
was breaking in upon my path, you still adhered to your former 
pastor. You acted the part of true, honest, firm, warm-hearted 
friends. You required evidence — evidence the most undoubted 
and conclusive, before yon would believe that I had done any 
thing to forfeit your esteem and confidence. You doubtless 
made my case the subject of frequent and fervent prayer, that 
God would bring the truth to light, and deliver me, if innocent, 
from the snares which had been laid for my ruin. Nor did you 
pray in vain. The Lord appeared for my deliverance. And 
here I am, enjoying once more the delightful privilege of ad- 
dressing you in the name of your Saviour and mine. " What 
' shall we render unto thee, O Lord, for all thy benefits ? We 
will take the cup of salvation, and pay thee our vows." 

But to my text ^ I ask for what intent ye have sent for 
me?" I take it for granted that your intent in sending for me 
is such as becomes a Christian people in sending for a Christian 
minister. You have sent for me to the field of my former 
labors to preach the same gospel which some of you have heard 
firom my lips for a series of years, and which was blessed of God 
to the conversion of many sinners, and to the conversion of 
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some of you. Yes, I recognize those among you to-day, who 
are my spiritual children. And no wonder it' there should ex- 
ist in your hosoms and mine, those peculiar feelings of intereai 
and attachment which nothing but such an endearing relation- 
ship can produce. And now that I have come at your call, as 
did Peter at the call of Cornelius, can you answer the question 
of Peter in my text as did Cornelius — " Now, therefore, are we 
all present before Grod, to hear all things that are commanded 
thee of God." I believe yon can ; and encouraged by this beiiefy 
I am bold to open my mouth once mcune before you, and to 
preach to you again *' the glorious gospel of the blessed Grod." 

^I ask for what intent ye have sent for me?" To this 
question, if you are honest men, but one answer can be given. 
lau have seni far me to preach the doctrines, emd inculcaie the 
duties of the Gospel And this is the subject to which I would 
invite your attention this morning. 

I here made a brief statement of what I conceive to 
be the essential doctrines of the gospel, and which I 
felt bound to preach. I dwelt at some length on the 
doctrine of salvation by grace through faith in Christ 
Jesus. And closed this branch of my subject as fol- 
lows : — 

My dear hearers, if my heart does not deceive me, to be 
made the instrument of dispensing this salvation to you, is the 
only ambition of my life. This is the chief object for which I 
would pant. I would make this the end of all my toils. To 
promote this, I would study and pray and meditate and preach 
and exhort. And when this is attained, I would forget all my 
previous difficulties and trials and labors and sorrows. I 
would say with Paul, ^ None of these things move me, neither 
count I my life dear unto myself, so that I might finish my 
course with joy, and the ministry which I have received of the 
Lord Jesus, to testify the gospel of the grace of God. God 
is my record how greatly I long after you all in the bonds of 
Jesus Christ" 

1 here proceeded to the second part of my subject. 

But to hear the doctrines of the gospel proclaimed was not 
your only intent in sending for me. It was likewise your intent 
that I should dwell much in my preaching on the practical da- 
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ties of the gospel. For what is doctrine without practice ? A 
foundation without a building. It is worthy of remark, that 
the Saviour does not say by their doctrines ye shall know them, 
but by their fruits. You are to build for eternity ; and when 
you have laid the foundation in sound doctrine, you are not to 
imagine that your work is done. It is then only begun. A 
superstructure is to be raised, and finished, and furnished. You 
must not only believe^ but €kL 

And what are you to do ? You are to ^ work out your own 
salvation with fear and trembling,". and ^give all diUgence to 
make your calling and election sure.'' Yon are to ^ remember 
the Sabbath day to keep it holy," not doing your own work, or 
thinking your own thoughts, or uttering your own words ; not 
devising schemes for the accumulation of riches, or posting up 
yoor accounts, or journeying for pleasure or profit, or conversing 
on worldly business ; but in meditating on serious subjects, in 
reading the Scriptures, in communmg with God, in imparting 
religious instruction to children, and in assembling together for 
public and social worship. You are to practise ^ whatsoever 
things are true, honest, just, pure, lovely, and of good report, 
doing unto others as you would that others should do unto you," 
fulfil ling your contracts, performing your promises, and paying 
yoor debts. You are to avoid deception, fraud, double^ealing, 
lying, slandering, whispering, backbiting, talebearing, extor- 
tioD, envy, malice, covetousness, censoriousness, revengefulness, 
and lewdness ; thus giving evidence to all around that you are 
^ crucifying the flesh with its affections and lusts," — governing 
yoor appetites and passions, — bringing forth the fruits of the 
spirit, and proving to a demonstration that ^ you have been with 
Jesus." You are to put on that charity which suffereth long 
and is kind ; which seeketh not her own ; which is not easUy 
provoked; which thinketh no evil; which rejoiceth — not in 
iniqni^, but rejoiceth in the truth i which beareth all things, 
believeth all things, hopeth all things, endureth all things ; re- 
membering that without this charity, all your pretensions to 
religioD are no better than ^ sounding brass or a tinkling cym* 
baL" You are to '^ love your enemiesy bless them that curse 
yoo, do good to them that hate you, and pray for them that 
despitefuUy use you and persecute you." You must ^recom- 
pense no man^evil for evil." Yon must have hearts to feel, and 
eyes to weep for others' woes. You must '* put on bowels of 
mercies, kindness, humbleness of mind, meekness, longsuffer* 
tag^ forbearing one another, and forgiving one another." If 
your enemy hanger, you must feed him ; if he thirsti you muti 

9* 
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give him drink ; that by so doing you may heap ooals of &te oa 
his head to melt him to repentance. You are not to be over- 
oome of evil, but to overcome evil with good ; thus imitating 
the example of him ^ who, when he was reviled, reviled not 
again ; when he suffered he threatened not,** but committed him* 
self to him who saith, ^ vengeance is mine, I will repay." 

You who are parents, are ^ not to provoke your children unto 
wrath, but bring them up in the nurture and adinonition of the 
Lord." You who are children, " are to obey your*parents in all 
things ; for this is well pleasing unto Grod." You who are hus- 
bands are to ^ love your wives, and be not bitter against them." 
You who are wives, are to ^ submit yourselves unto your own 
husbands, as it is fit in the Lord." You who are masters are 
^ to give unto your servants that which is just and equal, know* 
ing that ye also have a Master in heaven." You who are ser- 
vants ^ are to obey in all things your masters according to the 
flesh, not with eye-service as men pleasers, but in singleness of 
heart, fearing God." You who are groaning under the burden 
of sin, and anxious to obtain deliverance, are to listen to the in- 
vitation of the Redeemer, ^ Come unto me all ye that labor and 
are heavy laden, and I will give you rest" xou who are in 
any trouble, whether of mind or body, are to be " patient in 
tribulation," remembering that it is through much tribulation 
you must enter the kin^om of God. Yon who are still im- 
penitent are ** to confess and forsake your sins, and turn unto 
the Lord, that he may have mercy upon you." You must exer- 
cise repentance towards Grod, and &ith towards our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and flee to " the strong-hold while you are prisoners of 
hope." 

Thus you see, my hearers, that I am to preach to you not 
only the doctrines, but the duties of the gospel. These God 
hath joined together ; and woe be to him who attempts to put 
them asunder. £xpect then from me frequent exhortations to 
rouse you to your duties. 

. After some affectionate and earnest exhortation on 
this point, I closed as follows : — 

Never before, my brethren, did we attend a meeting like this, 
so peculiar, so solemn, so affecting. When we look Imck to the 
strange events which have taken place since our separation, and 
the remarkable movements in the providence of Grod which have 
brought us together again, our reunion becomes not only a mat- 
ter of wonder, but of joy and rejoicmg. You have been regn- 
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lariy oonstitnted into a ehurch of Christy and admitted to the 
fellowship of sister churches. The rapidly increasing popula- 
tion in this section of the citj, if there was no other reason, 
would fully justify the step you have taken. At your unani- 
inons request I have come among you to labor as your pastor 
and teacher. And why should I not come at your call ? I have 
a grateful heart And surely if ever a debt of gratitude was 
due to any people, it is due fix>m me to you, who have stood by 
me in my trials and persecutions, while others forsook me, and 
joined hands, and hearts, and heads, and pens, and tongues 
against me. For this I thank you, and hope to make you some 
compensation by feasting you on the rich provisions of the Gros- 
pel, — by leading you into the green pastures and beside the 
still waters, — by sympathizing with yon in all yonr afflictions ; 
weeping with them that weep ; binding up the broken heart, and 
wiping the tear from the eye of sorrow. I came also finom a 
sense of duty to myself. For where else could I hope to labor 
successfully, if not among the pe<^le who best know me and 
the story of my wrongs, and who have dung to me with a love 
so firm, so constant, so ardent, so true ? I have consulted many 
judicious and pious friends, both ministers and laymen, as to my 
duty in this matter ; and all, without exception, advised me to 
return to my old field of labor, and woric here with all the seal 
and fidelity in my power. For this purpose have I come, and 
not to sow the seeds of discord among brethren, •— not to quar- 
rel with any one, but to ''be quiet and do my own business/*— ^ 
to *^ seek the things which make for peace, and things whereby 
one may edify another," and to exhort you '^ to go and do like- 
wise.'' 

Beloved brethren and friends, weighty responsibilities now 
rest upon us. We have a great work to do. But, under God, 
we may hope for success. We are a band of brotliers and sis- 
ters, united in feeling and affection. We are of one heart and 
one mind. We are not divided in sentiment or purpose. One 
is not for Paul, and another for Apollos, and another for Ce- 
phas, but we are all, I trust, for ChiiBt Of course we shaU all 
be united in effort, striving together in our prayers and exertions, 
and for the conversion of sinners and the increase of the church. 
For myself I expect not a life of indolence and ease among you, 
but of labor — constant and persevering labor. But to this I have 
long been accustomed, as you yourselves well know. Only let 
me have your cooperation, your encouragement, and your 
prayers, and I shall not labor in vain, or spend my strength for 
aoaght. God is now blessing me with far better health than I 
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have enjoyed for manj years ; and if it please him to continue 
it» I design to toil unceasingly for your good, ^ being instant in 
season and out of season." 

We have entered on an arduous, though honorable and praise* 
worthy enterprise ; and for a while at least, we must make great 
sacrifices, and practise much self-denial. But our cause is good, 
and sure I am that we shall not say on a dying bed, or at the 
bar of judgment, that we labored too mu(^, or denied ourselves 
too much, or contributed too much to sustain so good a cause. 
For remember, it is not our own cause which we seek to pro* 
mote, but the cause of Christ; not our own party which we 
seek to build up, but the party of Christ. We have no altar 
here to set up against altar,— no warfiire to wage against 
churches, or societies, or pastors, or individuals around us. We 
wish to go on in our Master's work quietly and unobtrusively, and 
as much as lieth in us, to live peaceably with all men of erery 
sect and of every name. We wish so to demean ourselves that 
if others will speak ill of us, it shall be done falsely. Those who 
prefer worshipping with us will of course be gratified in that 
preference, none daring to molest them or make them afraid. 
To all such we shall bid a cordial welcome ; but we wish for no 
involuntary — no unwilling worshippers. And such I am sore 
we shall not have. I am sure that none will join us but those 
who can give us their sympathy, their confidence, their infiuenoe, 
their prayers, and, as Grod shall prosper them, a portion of 
their substance to encourage and sustain us. And with such a 
band, though not rich or numerous, yet so united in feeling and 
so harmonious in action, we may expect that God will send 
down upon us his spirit, and bless us with prosperity. 

Having thus commenced my labors, I was hoping 
that I should be permitted to pursue them without mo- 
lestation. I did not think that even Dr. Adams could 
have a heart to pursue me any further. But alas ! how 
sadly disappointed have I been in my expectations ! It 
was deemed advisable that at an early day I should be 
installed as pastor of the Payson Church ; for I soon 
learnt that the deacons and other enemies were publicly 
declaring that I had no right to preach, having been 
put out of the ministry, and never regularly restored. 
To put a stop to this calumny I found it necessary to 
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have a council called who Bhould have anthoiity to act 
in this matter, and who by installing me would settle 
that question, that it might no longer be urged as a 
reason why people should keep aloof from my place of 
worship on the ground that I was an intruder into the 
sacred office. We soon made armngements to carry 
this purpose into effect, and ultimately fixed upon the 
19th day of November as the time for assembling an in- 
stalling coundL Having done this, my next object was 
to select a preacher. I soon determined to ask either 
Dr. Woods of Andover or Dr. Codman of Dorchester. 
I hesitated awhile about Dr. Woods, because I was so 
little acquainted with him ; but finally concluded to ap- 
ply to him first Acccnrdingly I sought an interview 
with him at Andover, und asked him if he was willing 
to preach the sermon at my proposed installation. Dr. 
Buigess was with me. But neither of us used any ar- 
guments or entreaties to induce him to give a favorable 
answer. On reflecting a short time he said that he 
knew of no reason why he should not comply with my 
request, and if his health would permit, I might depend 
on him for that service. The fact that he was to preach 
soon became pubUc, and was announced in the papers ; 
for we did not wish '^ to tio this thing in a comer." 
And I am truly sorry to be obliged to state, as duty will 
require me to do in the sequel, what unjustifiable efforts 
were made to induce him to fall back from his engage- 
ment. We then determined on the members of the 
council, and issued the letters missive. And seldom 
has a more venerable and respectable council ever as- 
sembled in Massachusetts for the purpose of installing 
a clergyman. 

As soon as the council was organized on Wednesday 
morning, a remonstrance was handed to the moderator 



106 BBMABKABLB H^CIDKNTS IN TBB 

by Dr. Blagden of the Old South church and Rev. Silas 
Aiken of Park Street church, signed by fourteen pastors 
of orthodox churches in Boston and vicinity, protesting 
against the council's proceeding to my installation. The 
remonstrance was in the handwriting of Dr. Adams. I 
thought then, and think so still, that it would have been 
much more to the credit of those gentlemen if they had 
allowed Dr. Adams to present his own remonstrance. 
And I presume that they think so now. Having pre- 
sented it, they immediately withdrew. Here, then, were 
Congregational clergymen professedly standing on the 
Cambridge Platform, protesting against the doings of a 
regular council without the concurrence of their churches. 
This is a kind of Congregationalism of which bur Puri- 
tan fathers knew nothing. And the less their sons know 
of it the better, unless they are willing to give up all 
ecclesiastical power into the hands of the clergy, and re- 
tain nothing for the churches. 

I shall not examine at this time and place critically 
into the merits of that document; this can better be 
done after I shall have advanced further in my story. 
Suffice it here to say, that the remonstrance is founded 
chiefly on the^ inexpediency of my being installed over 
a church in Boston, — if indeed anywhere. Now 
when Dr. Adams wrote that remonstrance, he had 
previously caused to be inserted in the book of records 
of the Suffolk South Association that preamble and 
vote of January 7, 1846, which has already passed un- 
der the reader's eye, declaring me to have been proved 
guilty, by the Exeter council, of three infamous crimes, 
and which -preamble tod vote he has since solemnly 
and firequently reaffirmed, and, for aught I know to the 
contrary, still holds it to be a true record. And here I 
ask, if that record was true, or if Dr. Adams believed it 
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irae, why did he not incorporate it into his remon- 
strance? That would have been sufficient, with no 
other signature but his own. He would then have been 
nnder no necessity of applying to other clergymen for 
their signatures, — certainly not, for sending, as he did, 
to Newburyport to Drs. Dana and Dimmick for them to 
nnite in the protest. Yes, that preamble and vote, if 
trae, (and he said they were true,) had been sent to that 
coondl in his remonstrance, their proceedings would 
have been arrested at once ; for if that council had in- 
stalled me vdth such a record before them, they would 
have been the objects, and deservedly so, of the con- 
tempt and indignation of the whole community. The 
bare fact that he did not send that preamble and vote 
to the council, shows a consciousness of its falsity. And 
had he inserted it in his remonstrance, I do not believe 
that he could have obtained a single name, except his 
own — no, nor even that; for he has not moral courage 
enough to do such a deed in the sight of honest men, 
like those; who composed that council. 

When the remonstrance was presented Dr. Woods 
was at his lodgings, too feeble to be with the council, 
unless especially needed. From what had been said 
and written to him, as I afterwards ascertained, he 
doubtless anticipated trouble ; and so he sent a note to 
the coimcil signifying to them, that if his presence was 
required, he must be sent for. His judgment was 
needed with regard to the proper notice to be taken of 
that remonstrance. Some were disposed to take no 
notice of it at all, but lay it on the table as an insult, as 
if they did not know how to act in the matter before 
them, without their dictation; knowing just as well 
the merits of the case on which they were called to act, 
as the remonstrants themselves. And so Dr. Woods 
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was called in. He said in his peculiaxly nuld way, 
^ those axe good brethren, though they are under a great 
mistake here ; still I think we had better read the paper, 
and appoint a committee to make a brief reply." The 
paper was therefore read, and the committee appointed. 
The Dr. remarked, that one objection they could very 
easily remove, — and that was, I had never been regu- 
larly restored to my office; for, said he, ^we are* an 
ecclesiastical council, and have fuU power to xeatme 
Mr. Fairchild to office, even if he is not already re- 
stored." And so he himself drew up the following reso- 
lution: — 

Besoloedy — That it is the judgment of this council, that, on 
the ground of the evidence exhibited before the court of justice, 
and the verdict of the jury, taken in oonneotion with the result 
of the ecdeaiastieal council at Exeter, the Bev. Mr. Fairchild 
ought of right to be, and he is regarded by us as in good stand* 
ing as a minister of the gospel, and that if we proceed to instaU 
hka as pastor of this church, it will be on this principle. 

And yet in the face of this resolution, emanating 
from such a source, Dr. Adams and his associates, 
deny me the standing of a Christian minister, and have 
been pursuing me to this day as though I had been pro- 
nounced by the verdict of my peers, a felon and an out- 
law! 
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CHAPTER X. 

Thb council, having previonsly attended to the pre- 
liminary steps, such as examining the candidate as to 
his doctrinal and experimental acquaintance with the 
gospel, and his ability to defend it, voted to proceed 
with the installing services at two o'clock, p. h., and as- 
fiigned the parts as follows : — Invocation and reading 
the Scriptujres to Rev. Nathan Munroe ; prayer to Rev. 
Dr. Sheldon; sermon to Rev. Dr. Woods; installing 
prayer to Bev. Reuben Emerson ; charge to Rev. Dr. 
French ; right hand of fellowship to Rev. Dr. Burgess ; 
concluding prayer to Rev. David T. KimbalL 

The services were performed in accordance with the pre- 
ceding arrangement. The following gentlemen having 
been invited to sit on the council, sent letters apologiz- 
ing for their absence. Rev. Dudley Phelps of Groton, 
Rev. Nathaniel Bouton, D. D., of Concord, N. H., Rev. 
Gaidner B. Perry, D. D., of East Bradford, and Rev. Al- 
fred Ely, D. D., of Monson. Two of those gentlemen 
had previously engaged to attend an ordination else- 
where on the same day. One was confined to his house 
by sickness, and the other by the infirmities of age. As 
the letters were all in a similar strain, approving the ob- 
ject for which the council had been called, I need not 
uisert them here. I will give only one, principally for 
the reason that he was my theological instructor, Rev. 
Dr. Ely. 

MoNSOir, NoTember 15, 1854. 
R«v. J. H. Faibchild : — 

Dear Sir, — I received the invitation of the Payson Chnrch 
tad Society to sit in coundl, to be convened on the 19th inst. * 

10 
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for your inBtallation. I am sorry to say that the season of the 
year, together with my age and infirmities, will probably pre- 
vent my attendance ; but you will have enough without me. 
As I have been fully acquainted with your character and relig- 
ious views from the beginning, and also have been informed in 
all the proceedings in your lato trial, I should fully acquiesce in 
that result which shall install you as pastor of that church, and 
minister of that people. That such ought to be sudmll be the 
result I have no doubt 

Yours with Christiaii aflPection and sympathy, 

Ajlfbed £lt. 

After the public services, the Rev. Drs. French, Shel- 
don, and Burgess, the committee appointed to make a 
respectful reply to the remonstrance of Dr. Adams, 
signed by himself and others, reported as follows, which 
was unanimously adopted. 

The Ecclesiastical Council convened in this place at the 
request of the Payson Church, send greeting to Rev. Messrs. 
Blagden, Aiken, and other ministers in Boston and vicinity : — 

Reverend ^nd dear Brethren, — Your communication 
addressed to us through our moderator, was read and seriously 
considered. 

In reply, we would fully express our respect for your charac- 
ter and our regard to you personally. We trust you have, with 
sincerity, and from Christian motives, stated your views. We 
doubt not that, when you are called to act as members of eccle- 
siastical bodies, yon do it in the fear of Grod, and in reference 
to the account to be rendered at the last day. We hope you 
will allow us also to act on our own conviction of duty ; and 
it is with this conviction that we have unanimously voted to 
install the Rev. Mr. Fairchild as pastor of the Payson Church. 
We have found that this church was regularly organized by a 
council fully competent, and well acquainted with the circum- 
stances of the churches in this vicinity. 

We are, brethren, with sincere regards, yours in the fiuth 
and fellowship of the gospeL In behidf of the council, 

D. T. KiMKLLL, Scribe. 

The opposition which it was well known beforehand 
would be made to my installation, brought together 
many individuals who would, probably, not otherwise 
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have attended. Among this number was the late Rev. 
William B. Tappan, " whom to know was but to love." 
He listened with deep interest and many tears during 
the installing services. He was previously made ac- 
quainted with the fact that a remonstrance (or as he 
humorously called it), a monster was going to be led 
into the council-chamber to Mghten them away, with- 
out darixig to act in .the premises. He wished to com- 
mend them for their independence and Christian bold- 
ness in determining to do what they believed to be 
right, regardless of such formidable opposition. Im- 
mediately on his return he wrote me the following lines, 
which came safely to hand the next day. 

■* Honor to these I die reverend and tiie irke. 

Free from hot blood and hastiness of youth, — 

Who search, and find, and vindicate the Tbuth ; • 
And 'mid earth's cynosure of angry eyes, 
Look to the calm attestment of the skies 

Unmoved, though names and influence join the ciy 

Of coane and keen assassins — « Crucify!' 
Conscience acquits them. The death-hour that tries 

Seyerest, shall approve the worthy deed 
Of blessing the oppressed when bad men rail 

Think on their meed 

When the white throne is set, and worlds are pale 1 

My God ! their prayer who heeded anguish, do Thou heed I 
Wednesday evening, Nov. 19, 1845." 

I retired to rest that night with my mind greatly re- 
lieved from the anxiety and distress which the scenes of 
the day had occasioned, thinking that now my troubles 
were over, and that Dr. Adams would submit to the 
doings of such a respectable council, and no longer seek 
my ruin in the face of such high ecclesiastical authority. 
But my bright hopes of being let alone to do my Mas- 
ter's work without further annoyance, were soon shrouded 
in darkness. His defeat by the council, so far from 



112 KRUABXABLB INCIDSNTS IN THB 

cftlmiiig and restraining him from pursuing me fnrthery 
seemed only to inspire him with new zeal and a niore 
fixed determination to accomplish his long cherished 
purpose of silencing my voice as a preacher. 

There were several members of Dr. Adams's church 
residing in South Boston at that time, who attended on 
my ministry, and wished for membership in the Payson 
Church. Early in December, a gentleman and his wife, 
members of Dr. Adams's church, presented a letter to 
that church, and requested to be dismissed and recom- 
mended to my church. Dr. Adams was very earnest in 
his opposition to the granting of the request, and said that 
he would resign his office sooner than sign such a letter. 
I was told, too, by those who heard him, that he stated 
to his church that my church was not regularly organ- 
ized, nor was I regularly in the ministry, and that Dr. 
Woods consented to preach my installation sermon by 
the influence and entreaties of Dr. Burgess, which was 
totally untrue ; and also that I was afraid to have the 
Exeter council come together again to take any further 
action in my case, which he represented to his church 
as a suspicious circumstance. The subject was then 
postponed for further consideration, and, finally, on the 
evening of the 26th of December the request of this 
gentleman and his wife was refused by a vote of eleven 
to sixteen. 

I will here state that while Dr. Adams was refusing 
with such obstinate persistence to recommend his mem- 
bers to my church. Dr. Woods, ascertaining the fact, and 
having been his theological instructor, writes him a kind 
letter, entreating him to change his course. I will here 
give the testimony of Dr. Woods, under oath. He says, 
^ I had a correspondence with Mr. Adams in relation to 
the dismissal of his church-members. I endeavored to 
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satisfy him of the necessity of giving such dismissals. 
Dr. Adams replied by expressing a strong conviction in 
his mind that Mr. Fairchild was not worthy to be sus- 
tained in the ministry." Dr. Adams, it seems, thought 
himself wiser than his venerable teacher. 

It was now very evident to my mind that I must 
have further controversy with Dr. Adams in self-defence, 
or lie down and allow him to trample me in the dust, 
and break up and scatter my flock. I concluded, there- 
fore, that the first and most judicious, and perhaps the 
most successful step, would be to appoint a committee 
of my church to review his remonstrance, which he in- 
duced that amiable and worthy brother. Dr. Blagden, to 
present to the council at my installation. We perceived 
as soon as we read the remonstrance, that it was founded 
on false premises, and contained statements which the 
&cts in the case would not vmrrant. But we were will- 
ing, for the sake of peace, to let it pass unnoticed, and 
were resolved not to trouble ourselves or agitate the 
public mind any further with our difficulties, well know- 
ing that such controversies among ministers and 
churches could be productive of nothing but eviL After 
much reflection we came to the conclusion that we 
were now brought to that point where further forbear- 
ance would cease to be a virtue. Therefore on the 12th 
day of January, 1846, after learning what Dr. Adams 
had said about resigning his office rather than recom- 
mend his members to our church, we appointed a com- 
mittee of three to consider that remonstrance, and to 
take such action in the case as might seem to them most 
expedient and proper. In due time this committee gave 
their views of the remonstrance, which were soon laid 
before the public in a printed form. And it is to this 
review that I referred on a preceding page, when speak- 

10* 
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ing of the many attempts which were made after my 
acquittal in court, to prevail on the moderator and scribe 
of the Exeter council to reassemble that body to reverse 
their decision. No suitable reply could have been made 
to the remonstrance without adducing the correspond- 
ence which then took place between myself and others 
on the subject of recalling tiiat coundUL And I now 
propose to copy such portions of that review as may 
seem necessary to let my readers see that the fault, if 
any there be, for not reassembling ihat council, does not 
rest on me. 

The chief objection which the signers, of the remon- 
strance urge upon the council against their installing me 
is, that I was deposed from the ministry and not reg- 
ularly restored. To avoid repetition, I will pass over 
what my committee here say in answer to tiiis objec- 
tion, and insert certain letters written by respectable 
clergymen, giving their views on the subject of my 
deposition from the ministry, and the recalling of the 
Exeter councU, which my committee published and 
commented thereon in their reply to Dr. Adams's remon* 
strance. 

The first letter is one addressed to me by the Rev. Dr. 
French of North Hampton. I give it entire : — 

North Hakptovi N. H., Sept IS, 1845. 

Rev. and deab Sib, — I return to you the letter which you 
received from Dr. Storrs. I admire the frankness, integrity, and 
kindness which it exhibits. With measures which have been 
taken in regard to the reassembling of the former council, he 
does not seem to be acquainted. If he were, I think he would 
see that your only alternative is either to cease entirely hence- 
forth from the exercise of your ministry, or retain the position 
in which from the first you believed you were placed by the 
result as followed by the acquittal. 

It may not perhaps be amiss for me to state on paper a few 
facts, which yon may, if you wish, conmiunicate to any of your 
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friends who maj think that further efforts should be made to 
obtain a formal reversion of the decision of the oounciL Yoo 
have, I suppose, similar facts in jour possession. I will state a 
few things within my own knowledge. 

In April I received a letter from one of the most respectable 
and influential ministers in the centre of the State, inclosing a 
letter from a no less respectable minister in the western part of 
the State. The writers voluntarily and distinotlj expressed the 
opinion that it was the duty of the council to reassemble and 
reverse their decision, and called for some measures to be taken 
to effect it I did not consider this business as devolving on 
me. Mj own opinion was that the term for which 70U were 
suspended had terminated, the acquittal having set jou at 
libertj to resume the exercise of jour ministiy. But as the 
Christian public did not appear to be satisfied with the silence 
of the council, it seemed desirable ihai in justice to jou and to 
themselves, thej should in some way affirm the decision of the 
court. The letters referred to were read to the Piscataqua As- 
sociation, who, without discussing the subject, desired two of 
their members, who were of the majority of the council, to cor* 
respond with the scribe, or with the moderator and scribe, about 
a reassembling. About the middle of May, one of the brethren 
communicated to me Brother Dimmick's reply, as follows : — 

^ Mr. Fairchild has given to our result a construction which 
it will allow, though I do not think it is what the council con- 
templated. For myself, I supposed further action would be 
had by the council in case of further light. In the present 
position of affairs, I do not see that we have any thing further to 
do. Suppose we should come together again, with independent 
minds, to reexamine the case and rejudge it, in the new light 
now said to shine on it, would Mr. Fairchild, if his construction 
of our result be correct, be under any obligation to acknowledge 
us? If we should ask him to recall his witnesses, ^or give us 
the new testimony, would he not have a right to say, ' Gentle- 
men, I have your verdict already, and have complied with it,' 
etc If Mr. Fairchild expressly calls the council together 
again, and recommits the whole subject to them for abjudication, 
receding from his present construction of our former result, then 
I think the coundl may properly reassemble. The way will 
be plain. Otherwise I think we have nothing further to do in 
the case." To this quotation was added : ** He says that Dr. 
Dana concurs with him in the views he has expressed." 

Some of your friends had prepared a letter to the moderator 
and scribe, expressly requesting the reassembling of the coundL 
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The letter, to which there was several signatures, was haaded 
to me, with a request that I would present it to two of the min- 
isters in the vicinitj who were of the majoritj of the council, 
and both of them candid as well as conscientious men. One of 
them declined signing it on the ground that the reassembling of 
the council was unnecessary, and that it ought to be established 
as a principle, that an acquittal bj the civil court restores the 
person acquitted to hb former functions. The other dedined 
giving his signature unless 70U would engage to submit jour 
case again to the council, the investigation to be taken up where 
it closed before, and the new evidence examined. 

With these and other developments of the diverse views ex- 
isting among the members of the council, it seemed to me that 
shodd we reassemble, we should *^ come together not for the 
better, but for the worse," in respect to the members of the 
council themselves, and the cause of religion. You were ad- 
vised to staj the proceedings of jour friends in regard to 
requesting the recalling of the council, and to have such as 
might be disposed give you their opinions, as individuals, on the 
operation of the result of council, followed as it was bj jour 
acquittal in tl^ civil court ; and let these opinions pass for what 
the Christian community might account them worth. 

Dr. Storrs expresses his conviction that nothing but a ^ coun- 
dl of some sort — the old one if possible, or as large a part of 
it as can be collected — and a review by Uiem of your case at 
f^ now standsy with such a result as they would doubtless arrive 
at," will ^ restore you to universal confidence and your former 
usefulness." 

You did think of another council, but our highly esteemed 
moderator, in his letter which you showed me, said, ^ I have se- 
rious doubts as to the regularity and expediency of the measure. 
The council, if assembled, will be strictly of an ex parte charac- 
ter. Can they speak with the requisite authority and effi- 
ciency ? " 

As to the former councU — if it has nothing further to do in 
your case, unless you, with the provisos named to you, ex- 
pressly caU us together, that question is undoubtedly settled. 
The members of that council, should we reassemble, would 
doubtless all act honestly. But enough has transpired to make 
it evident that we should not act unitedly. And did not your 
entire and honorable acquittal, of which you have been fully put 
in possession, cost too much time, privation, and suffering, to say 
nothing of pecuniaiy expense, to be given over to our uncer- 
taia management and disposal? Would it be right to submit 
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the whole case to as /or adjudicaHon^ — to refer it back from a 
tribunal acknowledged through the land to be fully competent, 
to one which has justly, from the nature of the case, declared it- 
self to be incompetent to compel the attendance of witnesses, and 
the utterai^ce of all the truth ; and which remains, and must re- 
main, in these points, as incompetent as before ? 

The council leave 700 in jour present position, having noth* 
ing further to do in your case, thus tacitly acquiescing at least, 
in the adjudication oi the civil court, and in your construction 
of the result If there is any thing unoongregational in the mat- 
ter, I do not see that you are responsible. It would have been 
Congregational in the days of the Mathers, for a church, (and 
the same principle applies to councib,) in such a case as yours, 
to have deferred coming to a decision, till the civil court had 
taken cognizance of the case, and compelled witnesses to give in 
their testimonials. 

But it was my purpose to state some facts in regard to the 
position in which you are placed, rather than to remark upon it. 
May it please God to direct and overrule every thing in your 
case, as shall promote his glory, the interests of truth and right- 
eousness, the peace of oar Zion, and your own satisfaction, use- 
fulness, and comfort. 

Yours in the gospel, 

Jonathan Fbxnch. 

The following are the letters referred to by Mr. French as 
having been read to the Fiscataqua Association : — 

Hakoveb, N. H,, April S| 1845. 
Rbv. N. Bouton: — 

Dear Sir, — Yesterday I read for the first time, Mr. Fair- 
child's defence of himself, not having been able to get hold of it 
before. Previously I had not read any account of the trial 
at Exeter, nor any thing about it, except now and then a short 
paragraph, and the review and rejoinder in the Pwritan. So 
far as 1 had any opinion, it was unfavorable ; but I was anx- 
iously waiting for the trial at Boston, to see the evidence on Mr. 
Fairchild's side. That trial passed, and I have seen the evi- 
dence. The result is my entire conviction of his innocence, and 
an abhorrence of his malicious persecutors. I am equally con- 
vinced that it is the duty of the council to reassemble and re- 
verse their decision. The legal tribunals of the country, espec- 
ially of Massachusetts, stands immeasurably higher than the 
ecNUMsil at £xeter, having only the evidence on one side before 
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them, and should be regarded. The SofTolk ABSoeiation also, 
for the same reason, should reverse their decision. 

But I fear lest the obstinacy of human nature, which hates 
to acknowledge an error or a &ult, wiU make them delay or re- 
fuse to do what is right in this case. The cause of religion and 
Congregationalism has suffered grievously in this whole matter. 
As an individual, and as a minister, I feel it ; and therefore, as 
well as for justice to Mr. Fairchild, I wish to see the brethren 
of the council and association reverse their decisions. And I 
wish to see them do it without delay. They need not be afraid 
of hasty action, having so good a precedent, that is, their own ; 
for they acted hastily on one-sided evidence. If they acted right 
then in respect to haste, a fortiori they would act right now 
in the same respect^ having the evidence of both sides before 
them. 

I suppose your sympathies have been with Mr. Fairchild 
from the beginning, and as you are in the centre of the State, I 
think you are called upon to interest yourself in the matter. I 
will help do any thing to follow out the feelings expressed above, 
if there is need of any thing being done. I hope there will be 
no need, but that the decisions wiU be reversed promptly. 
Yours in the gospel, 

John Bichasds. 

Mr. BtmtmU kUer to Mr, FrmdL 

COHOOBD, April 8| 1845. 
Eev. Jonathan French: — 

Dear Sir, — I take the liberty to forward the inclosed letter 
to you, expressing my entire concurrence in the opinions ex- 
pressed. As you were one of the older members of the coun- 
cil and near to Exeter, it has occurred to me that it would be 
suitable for you to take proper steps for the reassembling of the 
council. I am somewhat at a loss how it can, or rather ought 
to be, done. Would it be competent for the moderator and 
scribe of council to issue a call ? or might .it properly come 
from the church in Exeter ? I earnestly hope that something 
will be done, and that our reproach will be wiped away. 
With much respect and esteem, 

I am very truly yours, 

Nathaniel Bouton. 

Early in May or June the Wobum Association passed a re- 
BoLYBf fuod sent it to the moderator, requesting him to 
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ble the oonncil for the purpose of rescinding their decision by a 
formal vote ; but without effect. We have the moderator's let- 
ter in reply before as ; but as it is in substance a copy of hia 
letter to Mr. Fairchild, it will not be necessary to publish it. 
We will now give Mr. Fairchild's letter to Dr. Dana. 

BfXBTXB, Jane 5, 1845. 

Mt deab Sir, — After consultation had with scTcral gen- 
tlemen of high character and standing in the ministry and 
the church, I am convinced that it is not my duty to request 
you to reassemble the counciL It seems to be the general opin^ 
ion that if the council reassemble at all, it should be done with- 
out any agency of mine. My understanding of the matter is 
this: after having been before the proper legal tribunal, as 
was virtually recommended by the coundl in dieir result, and 
obtained an honorable acquittal, I should at once be restored to 
my ofEice. Such was the opinion of my legal advisers, and of 
the Rev. Messrs. Hopkins, Burgess, and French, who were 
members of the council, and who immediately invited me into 
their pulpits. I farther understood that if I was acquitted by 
the court, the ofEicers of the council would forthwith reassemble 
that body for the purpose of reversing their decision by a for- 
mal vote. I thought I had reason to expect this from a com- 
munication in the New England Puritan, written by the scribe, 
and professedly expressive of the views of the council, in which 
he says, " Should another tribunal elicit new facts, and put a 
new face upon things more favorable to Mr. Fairchild, none 
will more gladly hail the light than those who have now felt 
constrained to vote against hun. Should evidence be produced 
effecting his entire exculpation, and setting him forUi to the 
world as an innocent man, they would haste with unutterable 
joy to reverse their present decision, and reckon him again 
among the fiiithful ministers of Jesus." Such evidence, in the 
opinion of an impartial jury, has been produced ; but there has 
been no reassembling of the council to reverse their decision. 

From the letter ^ the scribe to the Bev. Mr. McEwen, it 
seems to be his opinion that the council have nothing further to 
do in the cade, unless I expressly caU them together again, and 
submit the whole case to ihem for adjudication, receding £rom 
my present construction of their former result. To reassemble 
the council for such a purpose, after I have done all which their 
dedsion seemed to require of me, is deemed unreasonable in 
itself while it will subject me to an expense which I can ill 
afford to boar* 
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I receive intiniatiooB from all qnaiteiB thai further aetion in 
my case is desirable. Soch action is deemed bj many wise and 
gw)d men to be due to the ministry and the churches, as well as 
to myself. The probability, therefore, is, that I shall take some 
such action as I suggested to you in our late interview. And 
had you not signified to me your wish not to be invited for rea- 
sons which you mentioned, an invitation would be extended to 
you most cheerfully. 

Tours, with much respect and esteem, 

J. H. Faxbchscd. 

JDr. Ikma*$ R^y. 

NcwBUBTPOST, Jime 7, 1846. 
Bet. J. n. Fairchild: — 

Dear Sir, — Your letter of the 5th was received last eyening, 
and I take the earliest opportunity to reply. You doubtless 
recollect that at your visit at my house some weeks since, I gave 
you my reason for not having requested the council to reassem- 
ble ; that I doubted the propriety of the measure, unless it were 
preceded by a request from you. I stated likewise, that if such 
were your request, I would at once issue the requisite letters of 
invitation. You readily acceded to my suggestion ; and it was 
mutually agreed that your request should be made in writing ; 
and likewise that your letter should explicitly state the precise 
object of the meeting, and the point or points to be submitted to 
the council's decision. For several days afier your return, I 
expected to receive from yon a conmiunication of this tenor. 

But your views are since changed. Your letter expresses 
the opinion that the council were bound to reassemble and re- 
verse their decisiou without any agency of yours. This opinion 
yon ground chiefly on a communication in the New England 
l^uritan. Still you are aware, and the public have been ex- 
pressly informed, that in this matter, my brother Dimmick spoke 
for himself alone, and did not in any degree commit the council. 
I need not however argue this point at large, as yon do not re- 
quest a reassembling of the council, but explicitly declare your 
conviction that it is not your duty so to do* 

Whether the council are censurable, and myself emphatically 
80, on the score of their not having spontaneously reassembled 
to consider your case, this is a point on which, being personally 
interested, I would avoid a too confident judgment. I readily 
admit that the terms of their result, (which was unhappily on 
this point, too inexplicit,) authorised you to expect that in case 
of your acquittal by ano^er competent tribunal, yon should find 
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relief from the censure of the conncil. But whether this relief 
should follow of oourse from the simple adjudication of such 
other tribunal, or should come from the action of the council, in 
▼iew of such adjudication, is a point susceptible of some doubt. 
I have myself adopted the latter view ; and so, I believe, have 
the majority of the Christian public But you, Sir, suffer me 
to remark, have adopted the former construction, as is perfectly 
evident from your declaration before the court in Boston, and 
from the course which you have subsequently pursued. Hav- 
ing done this, have you not virtually repudiated the reassem- 
bling of the council ? Have you not declared it to be useless 
and needless? Should the council after this, reassemble and 
act, — should they even by a formal vote, restore you to a reg- 
ular standing, would they not expose themselves to the charge 
of supererogation or officiousness ? 

Nor can I see but my respected brethren of the council who 
have invited you to their pulpits, have adopted the same conclu- 
sion. In the act referred to, have they not treated you as al- 
ready restored to your office and functions, and thus virtually 
declared that any further act of restoration is useless and super- 
fluous ? 

These remarks I have made, not with a disposition to be cap- 
tious, or even needlessly precise, but with a simple desire to do 
justice to the subject, and shield myself, and a portion of my 
brethren, from undeserved reproach. 

I sincerely thank you for excusing me as it regards the 
council you contemplate inviting to meet on your affairs. In- 
deed I have serious doubts as to the regularity and expediency 
of the measure. The council,- if assembled, will be strictly of 
an ex parte character. Cain they speak with the requisite 
authority and efficiency ? But I forbear. It is my ardent de- 
sire and prayer that aU your difficulties may be settled and ter- 
minated in a way in which th6 glory of God may be promoted, 
and the interest of truth and righteousness established. 
With sincere regard, I am, dear Sir, yours, 

Daniel Dana. 

We cannot but notice in this letter how very careful the 
moderator is, not to acknowledge any superiority of the civil 
court over the ecclesiastical. In the result of council for 
which he voted, the dtil court is termed a ^ more competent trx" 
hmal;^ but the doctor omits the word more in his letter, and 
simply says ^ another competent tribunal." We have no wish 
to argue tiie point here as to the superiority of the respective 

11 
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tribunals ; neither woald we reproach the majority of the coun- 
cil by designating their doings at Exeter, as did our law re- 
porter, by the term ^old womanism;" bat we will venture to 
advise all clergymen, who may hereafter be accused of crime, 
if conscious of innocence, to cast themselves on the laws of their 
country for protection. 

The moderator seems to argue the case as if Mr. Fairchild 
wished him to reassemble the council to restore him to the min- 
istry. Mr. Fairchild, however, did not wish him to recall the 
councQ for such a purpose, for he regarded himself as already 
restored ; but simply to reverse their 'decision by a formal vote, 
in order to satisfy that portion of the Christian public who 
thought that such action, on the part of the ooundl, ought to 
take place, and to fUlfil the published promise of the scribe that 
the council " would haste with unutterable joy to reverse their 
decision," in case of Mr. Fairchild's acquittal by the '^more 
competent tribunal," to which he was referred. If Mr. Dim- 
mick << spoke for himself alone, and did not, in any degree, 
commit Uie council," he certainly spoke as an officer of the 
council, and made the moderator spei^ with him too^ by append- 
ing his name to the communication ; and, as an officer of the 
council, he had the same right to issue letters in his own name 
to reassemble that counciL And if he had issued such letters in 
his own name, omitting the moderator's, we doubt not that the 
summons would have been obeyed. At least we think that in 
fulfilment of his public promise, he ought to have made the 
attempt He would thus have redeemed his pledge, whether 
they came at his call or not. 

Neither does the moderator, in his letter, notice the condition 
on which alone he would consent to issue the requisite letters 
of* invitation to the council, and which condition constituted Mr. 
Fairchild's principal objection to his requesting him to issue the 
letters. He would not make such a request, and he so informed 
Dr. Dana in his letter, if he must first repudiate the verdict of 
the jury, and consent to submit his case anew to the adjudication 
of the council, acknowledged by themselves to be incompetent, 
and incur the great expense of time and money to recall his 
witnesses, all of them residing in other States, and many of 
them more than one hundred miles distant, and some of them 
from home, thus rendering it impossible to bring them before 
the council. On reading the moderator's letter, we were sur- 
prised that he should have passed over these matters in silence* 
But we forbear making an^ farther comments. We are content 
to let the public read and jadge for themselves. 
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The following letter of Mr. Fairchild to the Rev. Dr. Storro, 
was written under circumstances demanding an explanation. 
Mr. French in his letter refers to a paper signed bj individuals 
expressing their opinion on the operation of the result of coun- 
cil as followed by the verdict of acquittal by the jury. Mr. 
Fairchild sent this paper inclosed in a letter to Dr. Storrs for 
his signature, but which has never been presented, as we are 
informed, to any other member of the council who voted against 
Mr. Faii^child: — 

ExsTBB, Angiut 12, 1846. 
Rev. R S. Stores, D. D. : — 

My dear Sir, — I inclose you a paper with the request that 
you will append to it your name, if you are willing to do so. 
The pap^r was not drawn up by me, or at my suggestion, but I 
approved of it, because I thought it better to obtain in this way 
the views of respectable clergymen and laymen as to my present 
position and standing in relation to the church and the ministry, 
than to assemble a council or convention for such a purpose. 
An expression of opinion by the wise and good, obtained in this 
way, is just as serviceable to all concerned as if it were ex- 
pressed by the formal vote of a body of clergjrmen and laymen 
convened for that object It is also a saving of much time, 
labor, and expense. Most of the names upon the paper were 
obtained by Brother Bennett of Wobum. Although you may 
think that there are signatures enough already to the paper, yet 
it would be gratifying to me if a few names could be obtained 
of those who were of the majority of the council at Exeter. 
You are the first and only member of that majority to whom 
the paper has been presented. And I present it to you, not be- 
cause I wish to obtrude myself upon you, or place you under 
any embarrassment, but because of the kind manner in which 
you treated my case, (as I have been informed,) before the 
council when in secret session, and at other times and places. 
I have been informed that you voted for the result of council 
with the understanding that it was a mere suspension from the 
ministry, till further light could be obtiuned, and the matter 
brought before the proper legal tribunal, where evidence could 
be legally investigated. Before such a tribunal the case has 
been brought ; and, after a most patient, fair, and thorough ex- 
amination, I was fully and honorably acquitted. What more 
can be demanded of me ? What more can be expected of me ? 
You, Sir, I am sure will neither demand nor expect any thing 
more. I am sure that you do not wish to set at naught the 
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decisions of our civil courts, or anticipate the decisions of the 
final judgment. I am innocent of the crimes laid to mj charge, 
as I have affirmed from the beginning, and as I have fullj 
proved to the satisfaction of a jury of my countrymen. All I 
now ask is, that my brethren in the ministry will do by me as 
they would have me do by them in similar circumstances. 
When I appear in the pulpit^ (which I do somewhere almost 
every Sabbath,) I wish to satisfy those who hear me, that I do 
not preach without the approbation and sanction of the wisest 
and best men in our churches. Although this is not absolutely 
neceuary in my case, yet you will admit that it is very impor- 
tant to my future usefulness and success. 

Yours, with much respect and esteem, 

J. H. Fairchild. 
» 
Dr, atom' Rqfly. 

Brjlixtrbe, Angast 14, 1845. 
To THB Rev. J. H. Faibchild : — 

My dear Sir, — Your kind favor of the 12th inst came to 
hand, with its inclosure, last evening. You do not misappre- 
hend the sentiments of my heart towards you. If I am not de* 
ceivedi they are such as I should wish you to cherish towards 
me, were our respective circumstances reversed. 

As a member of tlie council I took the part which duty to 
heaven first, and then duty to you seemed to require. And act- 
ing on the same principle still, I must, though very reluctantly, 
decline appending my name to the paper you send me. 

My conviction is, that the assembling of a council of some 
sort, the old one if possible, or as large a part of it as can be col- 
lected, and a review by them of your case as it now stands, with 
such a result as they would doubtless arrive at, will alone give 
you that standing among the churches which shall save you 
from innumerable unhappy suspicions everywhere, and restore 
you to universal confidence and your former usefulness. Were 
your case my own, I should not diare to pursue a different course, 
whether regarding comfort, reputation, or my future contribu- 
tions to the welfare of Zion. 

As to the expense of the council, it will certainly fall heavier 
on the members ; and for one, I am ready to pay my own board 
as well as travelling expenses, in order to set matters right If 
any of the members do not choose to attend when called on, they 
must sustain their own responsibilities, without affecting the re- 
sult by their voluntary absence. A clear and unanimous result 



UFB OF RBV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 125 

in your favor hj that council, though some of the members might 
staj at home, would place you on high and permanent ground. 

To me it seems somewhat indelicate towards the majority of 
that council for an individual who acted with them conscien- 
tiously, to take a position which they are not all invited to take, 
1>elieving as I do that purely conscientious motives influenced 
their conduct as well as my own. My impression is that though 
the council dissolved, they held themselves bound to meet ^^in, 
if called, in case the appeal to a competent tribunal resulted in 
your acquittal. 

You will see here the reasons why I deem it inexpedient to 
put my name to the paper. The course does not strike me as 
G>ngregational, nor as tending to happy results for yourself or 
Zion. 

Any thing in my power, consistently with the paramount 
claims of the church of God, I think I can do cheerfully, even 
to the sacrifice of the last cent of money, and the last fragment 
of reputation for the relief and defence of an injured minister of 
Christ ; and you well know that few, if any of our brethren, 
have stood higher in my esteem than brother Fairchiid. 

That the Lord may guide you to the right way in this, and 
all other matters, and sustaih and assist you, is the earnest and 
constant prayer of 

Your most sincere friend in Christ, 

R S. Storbs. 



CHAPTER XL 

The committee of my church having mcorporated the 
preceding letters into their reply to Dr. Adams's remon- 
strance, and commented thereon, clearly exonerating me 
from all blame in the matter of not reassembling that 
council, proceed to notice other objectionable parts 
of that remonstrance. The signers of that document 
say: — 

''They are willing to allow Mr. Fairchiid all his rights as a 
citisen, and that they should deem it unjust and even crael to 

11* 
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subject him to any disabilities for the charge on which he has 
been tried and acqaitted." And do they really ye«/ so? Then 
let them act so. Are not his rights and privileges as perfect as 
th^rs f If it be an established principle that an acquittal by 
the civil court restores the pei'son acquitted to his functions, 
what right has any man or body of men, publicly to remonstrate 
against his exercising those functions ? If such conduct be al- 
lowed, what inducement has any man who is falsely accused, to 
appeal to the laws of his country for redress ? His acquittal 
will do him little good. He may afterwards, it is true, walk the 
streets unmolested, unless it be by the cold looks of those pro- 
fessed law and order loving people, who can ill abide the decis- 
. ion of an honest and impartiad jury, though previous to the trial, 
they expressed great anxiety that the case should be submitted 
to a jury, and their entire readiness to abide the result But 
if tlus be all the advantage which he gains, why should any in- 
nocent man, when indicted for crime, attempt to contend with 
the Commonwealth, well knowing that he must pay the expens- 
es of the trial even if acquitted, and gain nothing but exemp- 
tion from confinement in a prison I After a long, patient, and 
faithful examination of his case, Mr. Fairchild was fully acquits 
ted in the civil court, not by any technicalities or quibbles of the 
law, but by the force of evidence. And before that court he 
f^peared volurUarily, and demanded an investigation. And we 
believe that every candid and unprejudiced person who listened 
to that trial, was thoroughly convinced of his entire innocence. 
We know that some of the jurymen, who, at the commencement 
of die trial, had unfavorable impressions concerning him, were 
perfectly satisfied by the testimony, of his moral aa well as lepal 
innocence. And we do believe that the ministers of every other 
denomination in the land, would have rallied around their in- 
jured brother, (at least after the law had taken its course and 
pronounced him innocent,) and given him their sympathy and 
encouragement, discountenancing all attempts to do him further 
injury, by inculcating that charity which ** hopeth all things, and 
tkinketh no eviL" 

But those gentlemen speak of Mr. Fairchild's letter as an 
objection to his being in the ministiy. Now that letter was part 
of the evidence adduced against him by the government at his 
trial ; and it was one of the papers handed to the jury when 
they retired to their room. And yet they brought in a verdict 
of not gu%ltif» Why then should thieit letter now be used against 
him ? Is it not virtually sajring to the world that they still be- 
lieve him guUty ? And have ^ey any right to do so r Would 
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they deem it right for any of their brethren in the minii^try tims 
to go behind the law, were the case their own ? Would they 
not call this an '* unjust and even cruel interference with their 
rights and privileges as citizens ? " 

We contend that the signers of that remonstrance have inter- 
fered with Mr. Fairchild's righta and privileges as a citizen. 
They have set aside, so far as their influence goes, the verdict 
of the jury, as to any special advantage which Mr. Fairchild 
could derive from it as a minister of the gospel. They have 
thus attempted to prevent him from laboring in his profession, 
on which he as well as they must rely for support. He has, too, 
a dependent, confiding, and deeply injured family, who are look- 
ing to him for provision and a home. Most of Us property, or 
rather iheirgy he has been compelled to expend in defending 
himself against the attacks of his enemies and persecutors, in 
the full belief that when the truth came to light and his acquit- 
tal was obtained, he would be permitted to labor unmolested 
among any people who might be disposed to employ him. And 
having accepted our unanimous and hearty invitation to resume 
his labors among us, we did anticipate that Christian ministers 
would let us alone to cooperate in our efforts to convert 'sinners 
and build up the church of Christ These gentlemen speak of 
^ the kindness and tenderness ** which they entertain towards 
Mr. Fairchild. K they had also intimated their readiness to 
give some portion of their income to aid him in providing for his 
&mily, or even to exert their influence to assist him in obtain- 
ing some other useful employment in case the council would put 
their veto on his preaching, we should have been more ready to 
give them credit for their *' kindness and tenderness." We 
would respectfully ask those gentlemen who signed that remon- 
strance, whether they could have appended their names to it 
with this text in their minds : ^ whatsoever ye would that men 
should do to you, do ye even so unto them?" 

It is our desire, and it shall be our endeavor to live in peace 
with all our sister churches, and with all our fellow-citizens. 
We shall never obtrude ourselves upon them in any way. If 
attacked publicly by responsible individuals, we shall endeavor 
to repel the attack in a spirit of meekness and love ; but we 
hav« no reply to make to anonymous communications. We 
never have, and we never shall become aggressors. We are 
united and happy with our minister ; and we have already a 
church and congregation far exceeding in numbers our most 
sanguine expectations. We began the year with an addition of 
twenty-three to the church, which now consists of eighty mem- 



1^ REMARKABLE IKOIBENTS IN THE 

bers. The Lord is blessing us, and we are content Our 
prayer to heaven is, that the richest blessings may descend on 
all our sister churches, and that a spirit of peace, harmony, and 
love may dwell among them. 

We believe that our pastor is an innocent and much injured 
man. We do not know that he is not guilty of the crimes 
charged upon him. Neither do we iaww that the signers of the 
remonstrance are not guilty of similar crimes. But we do not 
believe that either he or they are thus guilty. We do know that 
our pastor has not been proved guilty ; and therefore we feel 
bound to regard him as innocent And we do so regard him. 
We deem it soon enough and painful enough to believe guilt in 
a miaister, when it la proved. If we must err at all, we prefer 
to err on the side of charity. Most of us have long known 
him, and confided in him. And our confidence in his moral 
purity remains unshaken. And we have the fullest evidence 
that such is the confidence of all who have known him most 
intimately from his college life to the present day. We beg, 
therefore, that we may be permitted to sit quietly under his 
ministry, without forfeiting our privileges as a sister church. 
The pastors can control their own pulpits without complaint 
from us. We are satisfied with the preaching of our own min- 
ister; and if, at any time, he wishes for an exchange, he can be 
accommodated by clergymen of high standing, without embai^ 
rassment to themselves or their people. We do hope and pray 
that there will be no occasion for us to speak again to the pub- 
lic on this painful subject We now want peace. ^ Blessed are 
the peacemakers.** If any are still disposed to annoy us, we 
would say to them, leave us to God, the Judge of all men, who 
will assuredly do right To our Master we stand or ML We 
would further say, in the words of a learned doctor among the 
Jews : ** Ye men of Israel, refrain from these men and let them 
alone ; for if this council or this work be of men, it will come 
to nought But if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow it ; lest 
haply ye be found to fight against God." 

Ebenezer Hatward, ^ 

Calvin Walton, >• OommiUiee. 

W. A. AlXJENy ) 

One of the most important statements in that remon- 
strance the committee did not notice. In order to make 
the object of their remonstrance snre in deterring the 
council firom proceeding in their rash and daring at- 
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tempt to install a man of such a character, as they had 
been declaring me to be, they inserted this sentence, 
" It will be impossible for us, however much we might 
desire it, to give to him, or td any church who may em- 
ploy him, our ministerial fellowship.'' This statement 
it will devolve on me to notice, which I shall do when 
I come to the appropriate place. 

We were hoping that this reply would satisfy Dr. 
Adcuns and all his fellow remonstrants, that they had 
mistaken the facts about which they had undertaken to 
speak, and that most of their statements were false in 
their premises and false in their conclusions. But it 
would seem that the clear statements and conclusive 
arguments of the committee of my church, Had no con- 
vincing or softening influence on the mind of Dr. 
Adams. This was made apparent in a very short time. 
Prom the records of Dr. Adams's church I insert the 
following : " February 6, 1846. A letter was read from 
William L. Jordan and wife, requesting a letter of 
dismission and recommendation to the Payson Church. 
Postponed, on motion of George D. Dutton, to the first 
Friday evening in March. March 6, the request came 
up, and the following vote was passed T^ithout discus* 
sion, 27 to 21. Votedj That the church not being pre- 
pared to grant the request of William L. Jordan and 
wife, the further consideration of the subject be post- 
poned to the second Friday evening in October next." 
As this act was done in direct opposition to one of the 
published rules of Dr. Adams's church, Mrs. Jordan took 
an early opportunity to inquire of her pastor what it 
meant The rule is this : " This church will give dis- 
mission of its members in regular standing on their 
application, and recommend them to the fellowship of 
other churches." She wished to know why this plain 
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rule should be violated in her case, and in that of her 
husband's? What further passed between them, the 
reader will find stated and commented on much better 
than I can do it, when he comes to Mr. Clifford's argu- 
ment, almost the whole of which he will find in a future 
chapter; and many other matters I shall notice as 
briefly as possible as I go along, because they are so 
clearly stated and so truthfully commented on in that 
argument All needless repetition I shall studiously 
avoid ; though I am aware that some is indispensable 
to a correct understanding of my case. I will simply 
say here, that* Mr. Adams told Mrs. Jordan that before 
the six mcftiths had expired, she would be convinced 
that all wMch had been said about me was true, and 
that probably before that time there would be no Pay- 
son Church. 

On hearing this statement from Mrs. Jordan, and also 
an intimation firom another quarter, that some awful 
disclosures were about to be made, which would show 
the world that I was as bad a man as anybody ever 
supposed me to be, I concluded at once that my first 
impression on reading his Marblehead letter was cor- 
rect, and that the time had now come when it was my 
duty to answer it. True, I was not ready, after all this 
unkind treatment, wholly to give up the idea of reaching 
him, if not by argument, at least by entreaty. Though 
he was ready to denounce me as an abandoned wretch, 
and immediately reported to a brother dei^man that 
he ^ saw the picture of hell in my countenance," simply 
because I was silent on one occasion when he proposed 
to me a certain question, — which question I had just 
answered him explicitly in the presence 6{ witnesses, 
yet I could not so easily sever the bonds which had 
bound us together ; no, not even after all the demon- 
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strations which he had made against me. So tenacious 
was his hold on my confidence, that I still indulged a 
secret hope, that after all he might be a good man, 
though in a grievous error. But notwithstanding this 
hope, I could not wholly avoid the fearful apprehension, 
£rom what he had already done, that his war on me was 
to be a war of extermination, — that he would avail him- 
self of his own wealth, and that of his rich friends and 
parishioners, together with his high standing in the 
church, reputed to be at the head of the orthodox de- 
nomination in Boston, — I was fearful, I say, that he 
would wield all these advantages against me a poor 
clergyman, and possibly never rest nor let me rest, till 
he had driven me from my pulpit, if not into my grave. 
In this state of mind,- and under these discouraging cir- 
cumstances, I concluded to reply to hi6 M arblehead let- 
ter in as kind and brotherly a manner as possible, hop- 
ing that in this way I might reach his heart, and induce 
him to retrace his steps, or at least to lay down his 
weapons and pursue me no longer. 



CHAPTEE XII. 

I THEKEFORE addressed him a letter dated March 10, 
1846, a few extracts from which I will here insert, that 
the reader may have an opportunity of judging of the 
spirit and object of the letter, simply remarking that 
this letter and two or tJu'ee notes, together with Dr. 
Adams's reply, were published in a' pamphlet near the 
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dose of the same year, entitled ^< Correspondence between 
Rev. Nekemiah Adams and Rev. X EL FairchUd^ with 
Notes and Comments^ by a Committee of the Payson 
ChurcV^ The cause of the publication of this corre- 
spondence will be stated in the proper place. 

BoBTOir, March 10, 1846. 
To Rbv. N. Adams: — 

My dear Sir, — In addressing to you this letter, I beg leave 
to assure you that I am not actuated by any unkind feelings, or 
any desire to injure you in your character as a man, or in your 
profession as a minister of the gospeL In both these respects, 
and indeed in every other, I wish you welL And I address you 
thus privately from an extreme reluctance to agitate the public 
mind by any further publications in reference to my case, and 
my present determination not to do so, unless duty should abso- 
lutely require it 

There are certain things connected with your treatment of 
me which I have been wholly unable to explain on any princi- 
ples of Christianity or civil law. And in saying this I do not 
mean even to insinuate that you would willingly and wilfully 
disregard the principles of religion, or trample on the laws of 
your country. Christian charity requires me to regard you as 
a good man and a good minister of Christ, and that you sin- 
cerely believe yourself governed by the best and purest mo- 
tives. But while I admit all this, I would respectfully inquire 
whether it is not possiUe for you to be influenced by wrong mo- 
tives and feelings, though deeming them to be right? I pre- 
sume you will not deny that it is possible for a man to be sin- 
cerely and conscientiously in the wrong. Paul acknowledges 
that it was once so with him. May it not be so with you ? As 
your friend and brother in Christ, I would affectionately re- 
quest you to examine and see. Charity compels me and very 
many of your friends to believe that this is the case, otherwise 
no explanation could be given of your conduct at all consistent 
with the principles of that religion which you profess. It is 
the opinion of many that you hastily committed yourself on one- 
sided testimony, — that you gave undue influence to impres- 
sions ; and having made up your mind against me before mj 
trial, you have become unwittingly under the control of that 
pride of opinion so natural to men, which is very reluctant to 
say, ^ I was mistaken." And such I am quite sure would be 
your opinion, were our respective circumstances reversed. And ' 
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I entreat 70a, while reading this letter, to divest yourself of all 
prejudice, and to fancy yourself placed in my po:>ition ; and 
then bring yourself under the entire control of our Saviour's 
golden rule. 

After briefly noticing his course before the council at 
Exeter, and the use which he there made of my silence 
when he questioned me at his house, as I have already 
stated, I then added the following paragraph. 

I have said enough to let you see the origin of that strange 
course which you have pursued in reference to my case. Now 
admitting you to be a good man, — that you are sincere in 
your opposition to me and my church, and that you firmly be- 
lieve yourself actuated in all this by Christian motives, let me 
request you to reconcile, if you can, your principles with your 
conduct Just place yourself in my position for one moment, 
and then attempt to explain such treatment from any one of 
your brethren in the ministry, on the principles of Christianity 
or of civil government. I think you would find it utterly im- 
possible to reconcile the conduct of such a minbter with his pro- 
fessed principles. You might deem him a good Christian, but 
you would not be likely to deem him a consistent one. Let me 
btate the case to you and review it, that you may see the posi- 
tion in which you stand ad a good man and a good minister ; 
and that you are such I cheerfully concede, only premising tha^ 
like every other good man, you may be in error, though honest 
and sincere. 

««««««««« 

And this brings me to the only key by which I can unlock 
the meaning and design of your letter. As you felt that you 
had hurt yourself by the illegal and unchristian manner in 
which you had been testifying, you were doubtless anxious to 
retrieve that wrong step, and get rid of that injury. And how 
could this be done so e^ectuaUy as by inducing me to go before 
the council and make a confession ? If this could be done, the 
matter would of course be settled, and no serious injury result 
to you from your strange testimony on that occasion. This 
brings me to speak of the first impression which I received on 
reading your letter. I said to myself, '* Is it possible that my 
brother Adams should be actuated by such a motive, — the 
motive of sheer selfishness ? Can it be that he wishes me to 
be my own destroyer by confessing what I had solemnly denied, 

12 
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even when I supposed I had not another hoar to Uve, and of 
which I knew mjself to be innocent ? Can it be that he wishes 
me to do this, rather than that he himself should acknowledge 
that he had done wrong, and might be mistaken in his impres- 
sions ? " This was the train of thought which then passed 
through my mind. But preferring to err, if I must err at all, 
on the side of charity, I said nothing. I felt it possible that I 
had misapprehended your motive, and concluded to wait pa- 
tiently for something to take place which would convince me 
that your object in writing was not such as I feared it might 
have been. Well, I have waited till the present time, and 
nothing has transpired on your part tending to remove my first 
impression as to your motive. On the contrary, all that you 
have since done, has only strengthened that impression. I 
have read the letter often and carefully, and notwithstanding all 
its honeyed and gracious words, I find it utterly impossible to 
discover any other motive which could have dictated it, (though 
charity compels me to believe it possible that your mind might 
have been in such a state as to prevent you from being aware 
of it). I may be wrong in this. And I do hope, for the sake 
of humanity, as well as Christianity, that I am wrong. But I 
cannot, as at present informed, give it any other construction ; 
and I sincerely believe that every candid, unprejudiced person 
who should read it, with a full knowledge of aU the circwnstan' 
ces oftlie casCy would give it the same construction. 

I cannot look back upon one act of yours in reference to this 
whole affair, which does not force on my mind the conviction that 
I have rightly interpreted the object of your letter. You had 
committed yourself before the grand-jury ; and you are doubt- 
less aware that it was your testimony chiefly which procured 
the indictment And having succeeded there by your testimony, 
you would naturally be anxious for similar success before the 
council. Well, you succeeded there also. But you soon found 
that the Christian public were not satisfied with the result of 
council. The able and lucid review of their doings, published 
in the Puritan, showed that I was not fairly tried, — that undue 
advantage was taken of me, — that the committee of the Asso- 
ciation went far beyond the limits of their appointment, — that 
they had too much control over the council, — that they as- 
sumed the office of prosecutors,— that they acted a part against 
me which could not be justified by any law, human^or divine, — ■ 
that they objected to my having a candid and able lawyer who 
was providentially present, to aid me in cross-examining the 
witnesses, — and that you yourself, in your zeal to procure my 
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eondemnadoD, resorted to that unheard of expedient, — testify* 
ing to imprtssiont^ though joa might have been as honest and 
sincere in the matter as was Saul of Tarsus, in his zeal when 
persecuting the early disciples. 

««««««««« 
Now, mj dear Sir, what does all this conduct mean ? Is it 
possible that you advised my coming to Boston for trial, because 
you believed and hoped that I would be convicted by the jury? 
and, as a lure to draw me here, said to my friend that you 
would open your pulpit to me on my acquittal ? Can I attach 
any other meaning to such conduct than that which I have 
given to your letter? It does seem to me that rather than 
acknowledge, even by your silence, that you might have done 
wrong, or been misti^en, you were willing to deprive me of my 
office, disgrace me and my dear family, and send us forth poor 
and despised, to subsist on the cold charity of the world. And 
' all this, when no tribunal had even pretended to have proved 
me guilty, and when you yourself had previously said that you 
felt bound to regard me as innocent, till guilt was proved, O I 
where is that deep sympathy which you professed for me in 
your letter? If I could put a more favorable construction on 
your actions and your letter, I would do it with all my heart. 
But how can I ? Let me quote to you the last paragraph. *^ J£ 
you are innocent, have courage, my dear, dear brother. God 
will glorify himself by you as yet, and you will yet praise him, 
and your enemies will be found liars unto you, and you will 
tread upon their high places. In love and prayer and hope, 
most ^ectionately and truly yours." Now when you wrote 
this, you had hea^ all the evidence before the council, and 
you believed me guilty. You believed me one of the worst 
men that ever lived. How then could you call such a vile, 
abandoned wretch, "my dear, dear brother?** You had the 
same opinion of me then as you would have had if the council 
had pronounced me guilty, as your subsequent conduct has 
fully proved. You deemed my letter which was adduced as 
evidence against me at my trial, a strange production for a 
good clergyman to write. Is it any more strange than ffours f 
««««««««« 
My innocence has been proved to the entire satbfaction of an 
honest court and jury. And why should not you be satisfied,— 
at least so far satisfied as to let me alone, and not go behind the 
law to injure me ? Is this acting the part of a good citizen ? 
If a mob or riot should take place in Boston, doubtless you 
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. would inculcate upon your people the duty of obeying the laws 
and submitting to the constituted authorities. But when a 
man has been charged with crime, which he solemnly denied, 
and been honorably acquitted, eSier a full and fair examination 
of the case, before the tribunal appointed by the laws of his 
country, is it not rebellion against those laws to continue to treat 
him as if he were guilty, and try to deprive him of the benefit 
of his acquittal ? Is this doing as you would be done by ? And 
especially, is this redeeming t]be pledge giyen me, in the right 
hand of fellowship, at my ordination ? Was that service a mere 
unmeaning ceremony ? If not, then my brethren in the ministry 
were bound by it to stand by me and defend me, (as many of 
them have,) till I was proved guilty of the crimes charged upon 
me. But there has been no such proof. Even the council did 
not pretend that they had proved me guilty, while the court and 
jury declared me innocent. Now if you are not satisfied, and 
still think me guilty, are you not bound, as a Christian and a 
good citizen, to keep your opinion to yourself? Your declara- 
tion that ^ you are willing to allow me all my rights as a citizen,** 
is like telling a man that you do not wish to interfere with his 
rights and privileges as a citizen, while, at the same time, you 
are holding him by the throat and choking him to death. ILblyq 
you any more ecclesiastical or legal right to say or do any thing 
to my injury than to the injury of any other clergyman ? Is 
not the broad shield of the law over me for my protection, as 
truly as over you for yours t Have you any more right to at- 
tempt to close my lips as a preacher, than I have to attempt to 
close yours ? Might I not as well object to your being in the 
minisiry, on account of *^ the moral tone " of your letter^ as you 
have to object to my being in the ministry on account of *^ the 
moral tone of my book f" If you choose to regard me^ as a bad 
man, and to treat me as such, so far as preaching in your pulpit 
is concerned, so be it. I care as little about occupying your pul- 
pit as did Mr. Kirk, when you excluded him, because you judged 
it wrong for him to be preaching in Boston as an evangelist. 
But I do care about your attempts to exclude my church from 
the fellowship of sister churches. You cannot adduce the 
shadow of an argument to justify such conduct. 

I have only to say, in conclusion, what I said at the beginning, 
that charity forbids me indulge the thought that you have 
been actuated in this matter by a malignant spirit, or that you 
have not felt as though you were '^ doing God service." I am 
sensible that even a good man will sometimes say and do strange 
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thinga, when he is Gon8cientioa8l7 in the wrong. Neither have 
I any wish to injure yon in any respect whatever. For cei^ 
tainly if I had indulged such a wish, I should have published 
your letter in connection with the reply to your remonstrance, 
accompanied with such comments as the composition and object 
of it seemed to require. But I am sb anxious to have this un- 
pleasant controversy ended, that I did not inform the committee 
any thing about your letter, or that I had any such letter in my 
possession. I am willing to leave you and your motives, in the 
part you have taken against me, to the Judge of all men. But 
I am not willing that you should further seek to injure me and 
my church either in public or private. Cease from such efforts, 
aod give the regular letters to your members who may wish to 
join us, and use your influence to rescind the vote of your Assc^ 
dation, and you will hear nothing further from me on the sub- 
ject, either through the public press, or by private letters. But 
if otherwise, I fear that I shall be compelled, by a sense of duty 
to myself and my church, to publish to the world your letter 
and mine. You have the general confidence of the Christian 
community. And many are ready to ask, ^how happens it 
that Mr. Adams should treat Mr. Fairchild in this manner, after 
all the evidence which has been adduced in favor of his inno- 
cence ?" On this account it is, that some to whom I have shown 
your letter, urge its immediate publication, because, in their 
judgment, it answers the above question, and that I ought to do 
it in self-defence. Indeed, I have been censured for not having 
published it months ago. But I wish to do as I would be done 
nnta My end and aim is peace. And if there be a fidlure, I do 
not intend that either you or the public shall lay the blame on me. 

I have recently received a letter from a worthy clergyman 
residing in the State of New York, and whom I know only by 
reputation, in which, after informing me that he had carefully 
read the reply to your remonstrance, he says : " The whole mat- 
ter is presented in a light so clear, that men can no longer con- 
ceal themselves or their motives. The question is no longer one 
of doubt or certainty, but of love or hate ; and you will probably 
find men hereafter to range themselves accordingly." The 
thought that any, who profess Christian charity, should range 
themselves on the side oihate^ is truly painful to me. But if it 
must be so, I submit, trusting in God to overrule it for good. He 
can cause even ** the wrath of man to praise hinL" • 

By my acquittal and my subsequent installation, I claim all the 
rights and privileges of a citizen and of a minister of the gospeL 
Yoa have a right, (which I am willing you should exercise,) to 
12* 
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exclude me from your pulpit Be satisfied with that right To 
claim anj thing more is a kind of clerical dictation and authoritj* 
to which, I am quite sure, the people will never suhmit And 
to attempt any thing more is not only to violate an important 
principle of law and gospel, but to break up the harmony oi the 
churches, which you profess so much to dread. And before 
making Uie attempt, would it not be well to read over your pub- 
lished sermon ^ on injuries done to Christ," which created much 
excitement at the time ; and then ask yourself whether you may 
not have injured him, (however unintentionally,) by the course 
which you have taken in this matter. Does he not regard an 
injury done to his church ^and ministers, as an injury done to 
himself? And ought you not to abstain from any further efforta 
to pull up what you regard as tares, when, by so doing, you may 
pull up the wheat also ? Would it not be much wiser and safer 
to follow the direction of the Great Husbandman — ^ Let both 
grow together until harvest?" Who has made thee a judge 
over me ? To my own Master I stand or fidL There is such 
a thing as wounding Christ in the house of his friends. And is 
not such a wound inflicted by treating one of his ministers as a 
criminai when no crime has been proved against him, and es- 
pecially when he has been pronounced '' not guilty," by an im- 
partial jury? 

Yours ^ in love, and prayer, and hope," 

J. H. Faibchild. 

To this letter Dr. Adams soon sent a reply. And 
that the reader may also see his spirit and object in 
writing, it is but fair that I should quote some portion 
of his letter, which be begins by refusing to me my 
title. 

BosTOK, April 10, 1846. 
Mr. Faikchild, — I have received a communication from 
you dated March 10th. Many duties and great doubts whether 
I ought to answer your letter at all, are the occasion of my not 
sending this before. 

I shall tell you plainly and faithfully, but with kindness, what 
I think of your letter and of you. My hesitation at doing this 
has made me keep back this letter, and may deky it after it is 
finished ; but I now think it best to send it, especially as yon 
have invited it, and in some measure, made it necessary. To 
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have treated yoar letter with silence, might have seemed to you 
Uke contempt, which I do not wish to cherish. Yet if I write, 
I must be honest, and this perhaps will not be acceptable to you, 
considering what I am obliged to say. You will bear in mind, 
however, that no one, beside yourself, knows of your letter to 
me, nor of my reply. 

With what preface, then, shall I introduce the remark, that 
your letter confirms all my convictions of your character ? The 
occasion of it seems to be the refusal of my church to dismiss 
members to your care. This leads you to a[sk me the reason of 
my prominent and persevering opposition to you ? 

Your purpose, however, is to intimidate me from holding oat 
in my opposition to you. In the absence of all other probable 
ways of influencing me, you bring forward my last letter to you, 
written at Marblehead in July or August, 1844, and pretend to 
construe it into a plot to screen myself by urging you, guilty or 
not, to confess before the council at Exeter. 

I kept no copy of that letter, and can judge of its particular 
expressions only by the quotations you make from it. It seems, 
then, that in the interval of the trial and the result at Exeter, I 
urged you to confess your sin, before the council should declare 
against you, and while confession would seem to have any vir- 
tue in it. At the same time, it seems that I said to you, *' If 
you are innocent, take courage. Your enemies will be found 
liars unto you, and you will tread upon their high places,**-*- 
with other exhortations to the same effect 

On reading these quotations, it occurred to me that, had I con- 
ceived the plot, (which I had entirely forgotten,) of making you 
confess, so that I might be justified in my convictions and testi- 
mony, I used a singular way to effect it. Those words of en- 
couragement and cheering appeals to you, if innocent, were un- . 
accountably indiscreet. I really think I have more art and 
skill than such a letter for such a purpose would prove. If I 
am a knave, I know I am not so muck a fool as not to write a 
more insidious letter to accomplish such a purpose. You know 
it too, and tkei^ore I shall not think of replying seriously to 
what you have forced yourself to say. 

I have often thought of late how that letter must have troubled 
you, if you were all that I feared. It seems it does trouble you 
to this day. You knew that I inferred, from your silence with 
regard to it, that you were guilty, or ^ou would have responded 
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to k in somo moment of kindness. The time has at length come 
when 70U feel compelled to notice it ; and the waj in which 
you have chosen to do so is, by pretending to impute cunning to 
me in writing. With all that was sad in mj feelings in reading 
your letter, when I came to that part of it, I could not resist a 
smile at the ludicrous folly of the invention. But as one quota- 
tion followed another, illustrating my foimer love of you, I felt 
sad again to think of the past, and to see how desperate you must 
have grown to invent a charge which your own quotations pal- 
pably contradict The only way in which I could account for 
this part of your letter, (indeed it is the main design of it,) was 
by supposing that you had been, for so long a time, engaged in 
breaking down the character of witnesses against yon, and in 
inventing false explanations, that you had acquired a degree of 
unearthly skill in the trade. I see through your design. I de- 
plore the sad condition into which the long practice of evil has 
brought your moral faculties. If you had ever ruined the vir- 
tue of an individual, and then, to screen yourself had contrived 
to destroy her reputation, you would be in a state of mind which 
would help you to invent such a construction of my letter, and, 
what is more, make you bold enough to propose it 

I am very sorry to say that no part of your letter awakened 
any suspicion or hope, in my mind, that you are a good man. 
The letter throughout is vindictive. It breathes, I regret to 
say, an insulting, insinuating, retaliatory spirit Had you been 
an innocent, injured man, I think your tnals would have soft- 
ened your feelmgs ; and, in addressing me thus privately, how- 
ever much you might have been grieved at my treatment of 
you, you would have expressed something like expostulation 
and sorrow at my mistakes. Instead of tlus, you pretend, (for 
it is only pretence,) to impute the worst of motives. You 
search my public life for something wherewith to provoke me, 
and ask questions when you dare not assert any thing un&vor- 
able to me. 



No man living knows you so thoroughly as I do, and if yoo 
ask the reason for my feelings and conduct towards you, you 
have it in the abuse of my confidence, — the injuries of my 
love. You say, in yoAr letter, ^ If the Uut charge brought 
against you had changed my views with respect to thejinty you 
should not have been so much surprised at the stand I have 
taken." Your conduct under the last charge has opened my 
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* 
ejes. Drs. Woods and Burgess, and Mr. Bennett and others, 
have not been more deceived than I was. They will, erelong, 
be undeceived, as I have been. 

With such feelings and opinions, you cannot wonder that I 
am unwilling to dismiss church-members to your care. What 
would you think of me if I did ? Courts of justice may say of 
you " not guilty," — ministers may fellowship you, — councils 
may install you, — churches may dismiss members to your 
care ; but you know me well enough to know that I will never 
publicly treat you otherwise than ^ my conscience dictates. 
You attribute my conduct to what you are pleased to call an 
** unyielding spirit." Whatever of firmness I possess has en- 
abled me to be of some benefit to you in times past, and if yoa 
should ever have occasion for it again, and deservedly, it shall 
be at your service. 

One thing which, in the progress of your affiiirs, has had an 
accumulative force in confirming my opinion of your character, 
is the character of all your public communications. It is very 
evident that the Spirit of all grace has not breathed upon you in 
preparing your published writings. The savor of piety, of meek- 
ness, gentleness, and forgiveness is nowhere found in them. 
They are your worst enemies. 

In short, were I your enemy, I could wish you no greater evil 
than that you should continue writing as you have done. 

With aU my compassion and tenderness for you, I am thor^ 
oughly convinced of your consummate wickedness, but with all 
those convictions I have preached, and trust I have felt too much 
of the love and mercy of God to despair of your recovery and 
foi^veness. Hence my letter from Marblehead and this part of 
the present letter. If there is ever any change in your feelings 
and determination, you will find me the same firm and faithful 
friend as ever. I will add, at the risk of being charged with 
inconsistency, and against all my convictions, if you are inno- 
cent, maintain a humble, quiet, steady course of labor for the 
good of souls, and leave yourself to 6od. " For remember, I 
pray thee, who ever perished being innocent, or where were 
the righteous cut off? " 

I may wish, for my own justification hereafter, to have a copy 
of my letter from Marblehead. If you will send it to me 
through the post-office, I will copy it with your permission, and 
return it immediately. That letter was bathed in prayers and 
tears. I begin to hope that it may be the occasion, u not the 
means, of great joy to both of us. J£ yon wish to know what I 
would advise you to do, I will, in the same confidential manner 
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in which I have written this, and without the knowledge of any 
one, with deep interest and kindness, inform jou. In the mean 
time, I am, with the utmost benevolence and kindness, 

Your friend, N. A. 

P. S. I shall not interpret jour silence at this reply unfa- 
vorably to you. I say this, because, if you are not prepared to 
intimate any change in your feelings, I should prefer not to 
spend any more time in a correspondence, and will consider 
your silence as a mere regard to my wishes. 

To this letter I returned the following brief reply : — 

BoSTOV, May 12, 1846. 
Bev. N. Adahs: — 

Mv dear Sir, — Inclosed I send you a copy of your letter 
dated Marblehead, July 27, 1844. Your request that I would 
send the original to you through the post-office, I could not com- 
ply with, because letters thus sent are sometimes lost ; and I 
felt quite unwilling to expose your letter to such a hazard. 

I presume you did not expect me to make any reply to your 
last letter. I think that no man, unless lost to all self-respect, 
would ever take up his pen to reply privately to titch a commu- 
nication. 

If you, in conjunction with those who have, for years, been 
my bitter enemies and persecutors, see fit to make another dem- 
onstration against me, I trust in God that I shall be able to meet 
it as successfully as I did the others. And I feel truly thank- 
ful for those weapons of defence which, in such an event, your 
letters will furnish. The world will then have an opportunity 
to judge who has been most injured by his own writings, you or 
myself. Till then, I shall endeavor, (as I have endeavored 
from the beginning,) to do as you advise — "maintain a humble, 
quiet, steady course of labor for the good of souls, and leave my- 
self to God.** And if you choose to make any further attempts 
to annoy and hinder me in this good work, on you be the re- 
sponsibility. 

Yours, in great kindness, 

J. H. Faibchild. 
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CHAPTER XIII. 

On reading the letter of Dr. Adams, the painful con- 
viction was forced upon me, that all hope of reconcilia- 
tion was now gone, — that for me to put forth any 
further efforts for that purpose, would be labor spent in 
Tain, — that his hostility and exertions would not abate 
till one or the other of us was in the grave. And what 
rendered the case still more painful to me, was the fact 
Ihat I could not see or imagine any possible motive by 
which be could be actuated, but the gratification of vin- 
dictive malice. He had remonstrated against my in- 
stallation, and declared that it would be impossible for 
him ever to acknowledge me as a Christian minister 
He had publicly represented my character to be such 
that the church and the ministry would be dishonored 
and defiled by allowing my polluted lips to preach the 
word of life, and my unholy hands to break the bread 
of life. Was not this enough to exonerate him from 
all blame, even though I should prove to be, what he 
had, long ago, declared to be — " hell ? " Let me have 
been as bad, yea, even worse (if such a thing were pos- 
sible) than he had ever supposed me to be ; had be not 
washed his own hands from all stain in this matter ? 
Was he any more responsible for my morals than for 
the morals of any clergyman of any denomination in 
London ? Ought he not to have been satisfied with 
throwing all .responsibility in this affair on the counr 
cil that installed me? which council had all the evi- 
dence of my unworthiness which Dr. Adams could pos- 
sibly have had? But I will not insult the good sense 
of the reader by further arguing so plain a case. 
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That expressive declaration to Mrs. Jordan, that be- 
fore October there would probably be no Payson Church, 
and of course no pastor, was frequently sounding in 
my ears, and reminding me that a worse time was com- 
ing. But I kept as calm as possible, striving to follow 
the good advice of his last letter, — " t-o maintain a hum- 
ble, quiet, steady course of labor for the good of souls, 
and leave myself to God." 

Well, I pursued this course, and heard nothing more 
for nearly five months. I began once more to hope that 
after so long a calm. Dr. Adams had, at last, come to 
the conclusion that it was best to perpetuate the calm, 
and not stir up the then quiet elements into another 
storm. But here again my hopes were soon blasted. 
On the first day of September, 1846, I received a note 
firom a friend and former parishioner of mine in Exeter, 
informing me that a lady whom I well knew, had just 
returned from a visit to an aged relative residing at 
Pittston, Maine, stating that while there she read two 
letters written, by Dr. Adams, making inquiries about 
my moral character. She repeated from memory their 
contents to my Exeter friend. On the receipt of this 
note I went immediately to Exeter, and after taking 
advice, it was thought best for my friend to go to Pitts- 
ton, and examine further into the matter, and report the 
result of his investigation to me. Within a few weeks 
I received firom him the following statement : — 

EzBTER, N. H., October 5, 1846. 
I hereby certify that I was at Pittston, in the county of Ken- 
nebec, and State of Maine, on the first day of October, this 
present year, and that I then called upon Mrs. Jewett, widow 
of the late Enoch Jewett, formerly of said Pittston, for the pur- 
pose of obtaining some information relative to a correspondence 
which I understood bad passed between her and the Rev. Nehe- 
miah Adams of Boston, relating to the Bev. J. H. Fairchild. 
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Mrs. Jewett infoimed me that she was wholly unacquainted 
with Mk Adams ; but that soon after her return from a visit in 
Connecticut, which was about the 15th of June last, she re- 
ceived a note from Mr. Adams, sajing that he wrote her by the 
advice of a mutual friend, for information relative to the con- 
duct of Mr. Fairchild and a Miss P. of Connecticut. He 
stated that he presumed she did not doubt that Mr. Fairchild 
was a bad man, and that he thought it a duty which Qhe owed 
to the cause of Christ to expose him. He promised to keep 
her name a secret if she would communicate all she knew of 
bim, and assured her that no harm should be done her. 

Mrs. Jewett says she replied to this letter, and stated to Mr. 
Adams that she knew Mr. Fairchild when he was a young man 
keeping schpol in Connecticut, and that he paid some attention 
to a Miss P. who was a niece of hers, and that she was one of 
his scholars ; but that she never heard that he was engaged to 
her, or that he intended to marry her, and that she never 
knew or heard of any impropriety on the part of either of 
them, and that the character of both of them stood high and 
above suspicion ; or in words to that effect. She said she also 
requested Mr. Adams to give her the name of the mutual 
friend tpoken of hy kim. 

Mrs. Jewett says that Mr. Adams replied to her letter, and 
that he stated he still thought she knew something against Mr. 
Furchild, and that he thought it her duty not to withhold what 
she knew about him, and set forth some reasons (which I have 
now forgotten) why she ought to expose him ; but he did not 
give her the name of the mutual friendL 

Mrs. Jewett replied to this letter, as she says, and referred 
him to her first letter as containing the whole truth relative to 
all she ever knew or heard respecting Mv. Fairchild and Miss 
P. ; and here, she says, the correspondence ceased. 

Mrs. Jewett stated to me that at the time she knew Mr. Fair- 
child, she should think be was about twenty-two years of age, 
and that he was unmarried, — that she never, from the time 
she first saw him to the time she received Mr. Adams's letter, 
heard of any suspicion or rumor of any impropriety, either on 
the part of Mr. Fairchild or Miss P., and that if there had been 
any thing of the kind, she should certain^ have known it. She 
also stated that Miss P. was still living, and that her character 
was now, as it ever had been, above reproach or suspicion. 
She further stated that Mr. Adams might write to Connecticut 
for information respecting them for five hundred years, and yet 
he would find nothing against the character of either. She 

13 
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appeared to be surprised that a mutual friend should have ever 
put Mr. Adams upon such a false track, and she exhibited the 
greatest anxiety to know who he could he, 

Isaac L. Folsom. 

The Btatements of my Mend in this letter were after- 
wards fully confirmed by the testimony of Mrs. Jewett 
herself, taken in the form of deposition ; a few of her 
statements in answer to questions proposed to her, I 
will here insert 

" 1 knew Rev. J. H. Fairchild when he was a young 
man. I have never seen him since. I never knew or 
saw Bev. N. Adams. In the year 1846 I received a 
note and a letter signed by N. Adams, requesting 
information of what I knew of Rev. Mr. Fairchild. 
My reply was, that I knew nothing against the charac- 
ter of Mr. Fairchild. Mr. Adams in his second letter 
stated he thought I knew something against Mr. Fair^ 
child, and thought it a duty that I should make it 
known for the cause of Christ. He stated that it 
should do me no harm. My reply was that I had noth- 
ing fiirther to say than what I had stated before, that I 
knew nothing against Mr. Fairchild." Mrs. Jewett was 
asked in her cross-examination this question : " Did you 
ever meet the said Fairchild in company with the said 
Miss P., and if so, how often?" Ans. " I have no recol- 
lection of ever being where they were both present, 
except at some religious meeting. I never heard of 
any impropriety in Mr. Fairchild's conduct towards 
Miss P.; nor do I know any thing against his moral 
character in connection with her or with any one else." 
I quote thus much of her testimony merely to confirm 
the statements of ,Mr. Folsom. I have no comments to 
make on this singular transaction. I leave that to Mr. 
CliffonL 
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On the 16th day of October the case of Mr. and Mrs. 
Jbfdan came up for action before the church, agreeably 
to the vote of the meeting in March. Dr. Adams was 
more earnest than ever in his opposition. What he 
said on that occasion is thus testified to by Mr. Samuel 
W. Lane, a member of good standing in Mr. Adams's 
church. " At that meeting," says Mr. Lane, " Mr. 
Adams stated that a communication had come to his 
knowledge made by one man to another on shipboard, 
it being done under circumstances, as he remarked, 
when men are often firee and unreserved in their inter- 
course. He then stated that if this matter was known 
to the church, and he believed it would soon be made 
public, though without any agency on his part, they 
would believe as he did, that there was more guilt rest» 
ing on Mr. Fairchild's head, than on the head of any 
man that walks the streets of Boston, or words to that 
effect. Shortly after these remarks by Mr. Adams the 
vote was taken, and the letter requested by Mr. Jordan 
was refused." I have before me the testimony of 
another member to the same effect. 

These statements of Dr. Adams before his church 
soon came to my knowledge, and I deemed it a Chris- 
tian duty to write to him the subjoined note. 

B08TOK, October 22, 1846. 
To Rev. N. Adams: — 

Sir, — I have been credibly informed that in your church 
meeting on Friday evening the 16th inst yoa publicly said that 
there was more guilt resting on my head, than on the head of any 
man who walks the streets of Boston, or words to that effecL 
Duty to myself, to my family, to my church, and to the minis- 
try forbids me to let this matter pass unnoticed. Several ways 
of noticing it have been suggested to me. But my only anxiety 
has been to take that course which is most in accordance with 
the spirit of the gospel, and most likely to meet the approbation 
of heaven and of all good men. I have come to the conclusion 
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that my firti duty is to address to you this private note, that it 
may fully appear, in the event of an appeal to the public, that I 
did not proceed hastily, or without due regard to Christian coui^ 
tesy and the rules of the gospeL 

I must say to you that I consider the attack which you made 
on me in the presence of your church as wholly unjustifiable 
and grossly slanderous. Had you any civil or ecclesiastical 
right thus to attack me ? Was it Christianly thus to assail a 
man in his absence, with no opportunity to defend himself? 
Suppose any other pastor in Boston had made the same attack 
on your character in the presence of his church ; would yoa 
not have deemed it a gross outrage upon your rights and privi- 
leges ? Could he have done it with impunity ? And yet he 
would not have committed a greater impropriety than you have 
done. I am as truly under the protection of the laws of the 
land and the rules of the church, as you would be in the case 
supposed. I am as truly the pastor of a Congregational church, 
in every legal and ecclesiastic^ sense, as yourself. 

I have been told also that, in your church meeting, yoa gave 
the members to understand Uiat you had seen a letter giving an 
account of some awful disclosures about me which one fellow- 
passenger had made to another on board some ship at sea* 
Why did you not state to them that the letter was shown you 
by Deacon Drake, and written by Mr. Patton, formerly of 
South Boston, but now of Hartford, — two men who have done 
their utmost to crush and destroy me. Why did you not state 
also that the gentleman who is said to have made the disclosures 
on shipboard, is now at his home in Boston, within ten minutes' 
walk of your own house, and request the church to appoint a 
committee to call on the gentleman and ascertain the fiicts in 
the case ? Did you not know that you were then reviving an 
old story which had been proved to be false and slanderous, 
years ago? 

But what surprised me most of all was the misrepresentation 
which you gave in your church meeting as to the cause which 
delayed the referees till a late hour at night, in making up their 
result. Did you not know that the referees would contradict 
you ? Had you forgotten that your only trouble was to deter- 
mine what ought to be done with the deacons ? One of the 
referees has given me an account of what took place that night, 
and particularly of what you said and did. The time may come 
when the whole of your doings on that occasion will be brought 
to light. 

A^en I took up my pen, I did not intend to go so much into 
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a detail of the matters to which allasion has heen made, as I 
have done. Bat I do not see how I could have said less, ii' I 
spoke at all. 

You well know that we are ministers of the gospel and pas- 
tors of churches, — that we profess and teach a religion which 
inculcates peace, charity, forbearance, and forgiveness, — and 
that we ought to be verj cautious how we say or do any thing 
to wound that cause which we are sacredly bound to love and 
cherish. With this object in view, I hereby request you to take 
back what you said in your church meeting derogatory to my 
character, in the same public manner in which you uttered it, 
and to give letters in the usual form to those members of your 
church in good standing, who may wish to join the Payson 
Church. If you comply with this request, and henceforth treat 
me and my church with Christian kindness and courtesy, aU past 
difficulties between us may be regarded as settled. But if noty 
the first step which my church will probably take, will be to 
request of me the correspondence which has passed between 
you and me that they may publish it, — a request which I shall 
grant. In addition to this, they will pubUsh the contents of 
your two letters recently addressed to Mrs. J. of Pittston, 
Maine, and of her replies. 

A reasonable time will be allowed you to consider and act 
in reference to this matter. 

J. H. Faibchild. 

A few days after this I receiyed the following note 
from Mr. Adams : — 

Mr. Faibchild, — I received a communication from you 
through the post-office on Saturday aflemoon. I did not open 
it ; and it remains to this moment unopened. Tou wiU remem- 
ber that in replying to a previous communication from you, I 
said that I would not consent to be addressed by you again in 
tlie same manner, and requested, if you had any further <;^)m- 
munication to make to me, that you would inform me, in a brief 
note, as to the purport of it. On receiving another communi- 
cation from you without such an explanatory note, my first 
intention was to return it immediately. One consideration only 
has prevented me. I am not sure that some anticipationa 
which you may possibly have formed, may not have changed 
the tone of your feelings. If so, I would not even seem to 
repulse you, but would show myself ready to repeat my former 
acts of good-will towards you. I shall therefore wait to hear 

13* 



150 REUARKABLB INCIDBNTS IN THE 

from yon, in the manner already indicated, before I read your 
present communication. I will only add, that recent develop- 
ments within my knowledge have rendered any further discus- 
sion of your case by you, in the last degree superfluous. 

N. Adams. 

In reply to this, I sent the following note : — 

BosTOH, October S9, 1846. 
To Rev. N. Adams: — 

Sir, — My letter, which you say remains unopened, contains 
no confessions or concessions. I was advised by judicious and 
intelligent clergymen and laymen to send it to you, not so much 
for my atcn sake as yimrs. Tou refer me to a former letter of 
yours, in which you requested me, if I had any further commu- 
nication to make to you, to inform you in a brief note, as to the 
purport of it Since you made that request I wrote you a letter 
without any note informing you of its purport ThfU letter has 
never been returned. The presumption therefore is, that you 
opened and read it But perhaps my last letter remains un- 
opened because of the ^ recent developments which have come 
to your knowledge.** I have only to say that my chief object in 
writing you the letter was to inform you, in a kind and Chris- 
tian manner, of some '' recent developments which have come 
to my knowledge" with regard to your conduct towards me, 
.that you might not have occasion to say hereafter that I had 
not treated you as the gospel directs. 

I have now done my duty ; and I hereby request you to 
return that letter unopened by my son who is the bearer of this, 
if it so please you. My church will soon attend to the matter 
in such a way as duty may seem to require. 

Yours, etc J. H. Faibchild. 

Mr. Adams refused to give up the letter to my son, 
at^ I requested ; hence the presumption is, that he has 
since opened and read it 

Perhaps I shall have no better opportunity than this 
to explain the statement which Dr. Adams made to his 
church respecting the doings of the referees who sat on 
my case in South Boston in May, 1844, and whose 
result I have given in the early part of my book, 
exculpating me from all blame. Those referees, aa I 
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then stated, were in session till nearly midnight Dr. 
Adams represents that in making up their result, they 
hesitated about acquitting me till half past 11 o'clock 
at night. Now, Colonel Thomas M. Vinson, one of 
the referees, gave me a very different reason for their 
detention till that late hour. He informed me that 
Mr. Adams had previously drawn up their result, in 
which he censured the South Boston deacons with 
great severity, and advised tEe Phillips Church to disci- 
pline them ; and if they refused, he proposed to call on 
the sister churches to withdraw fellowship from that 
church. The colonel informed me that while Mr. 
Adams was for censuring the deacons then^ the majority 
of tiie referees objected, on the ground that the deacons 
were not on trial, and that my acquittal would, by 
implication at least, be a severe rebuke upon them; 
and that if the deacons did not henceforth let me alone, 
quietly to pursue my labors at Exeter, they would then 
publish to the world what their views were of the 
conduct of those men in their treatment of me. This 
counsel prevailed; and the offensive parts of Mr. 
Adams's draft of the result were erased. The colonel 
further told me, (and he said the same on the stand in 
court,) that as soon as the referees went into secret 
session, Mr. Adams was the first td speak, and that he 
said, '^ Now in all this there is nothing against Brother 
Fairchild: there is not even the shadow of a shade 
against him." And yet, two years afterwards, as I was 
informed, he represented to his church, in order to pre- 
vent them from recommending members to my church, 
that the referees were greatly troubled about my moral 
character, and that their hesitation about clearing me, 
kept them up to deliberate till near midnight. The 
Bev. Hubbard Winslow, another member of that board 
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of reference, testified in court as follows : '^ I was one 
of the referees to whom were submitted the charges 
against Mr. Fairchild before the Davidson affair came 
up. Mr. Dana was the only one who hesitated about 
giving Mr. Fairchild an unqualified acquittal, on the 
ground, as I understood, of there having been some- 
thing in his conduct a little indiscreet There were two 
points, which we had occasion to consider, which caused 
a little delay in making lip the award. One was a 
part of the report which Dr. Adams had drawn up 
rebuking or chastising the deacons. The other, about 
Mr. Fairchild's indiscretion, was very soon disposed o£ 
The one about the deacons detained us some time. 
There was a perfect unanimity among the referees that 
there was no moral guilt in Mr. Fairchild; that his 
motives were pure and good." 

The Bev. Dr. Burgess, of Dedham, states, that soon 
after the Davidson story was circulated, he had an 
interview with Dr. Ad€Lms, and asked him how this last 
story affected his mind with regard to the matter about 
which he and others had just sat in judgment, and had 
given me a certificate fully exonerating n^e from all 
blame. He assured Dr. Burgess that the last charge 
brought against me did not alter his views respecting 
the first, — that "every thing was then patiently, thor- 
oughly, and conscientiously investigated, and if we 
were to go over the same ground again, we should 
come to the same result." But on the 16th day of 
October, 1846, that matter which was then so dear as 
not to admit " the shadow of a shade," was now so 
dark and suspicious, as to fill his mind with strong 
doubts as to my innocence! 
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CHAPTER XIV. 

I AM now entering on that part of my story which is 
to develop such instances of depravity and reckless 
wickedness, as I think are rarely to be found in any 
history, sacred or profane. I rei!er to the story so in- 
dustriously circulated by Dr. Adams and Deacon 
Drake, of my having once contracted by my vicious 
habits an infamous disease. I will state the facta of 
the case vriith as much brevity, and at the same time 
with as much delicacy, as the nature of the circum- 
stances will permit I shall make few comments as I 
go along, because the reader will find that portion of 
these ^ remarkable incidents " stated and commented on 
in Mr. Clifford's argument, with all the clearness of the 
light of noon. But in order that J may do justice to 
aU concerned, in what I am about to state, I must go 
back a moment to the council at Exeter. The first 
time I heard of the story was soon after the council had 
adjourned. As it was reported to have come from my 
family physician, I could bring nothing to my recollec- 
tion as to any disesise I had ever had, which could 
claim " even the shadow of a shade " of truth for its 
foundation. At length it occurred to Mrs. Fairchild 
that in 1833 I had an inflammation in my urinary 
organs, and that my enemies had probably originated 
the story from a recollection of that circumstance. As 
Dr. George Hayward was my only physician while I 
resided in Boston, and as she was going to the city the 
next day, I determined at once to send a note by her to 
the doctor. She called with my note, bearing date 
August 29, 1844, and on reading it, the doctor stated 
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to her, — and the same in substance in a note to me, — 
that, on the evening of the day when the news first 
reached Boston that I had committed suicide, he had 
met some six or eight gentlemen at a medical club, 
and that there the subject became, for a short time, the 
topic of conversation. He expressed his surprise at the 
melancholy intelligence, as he had been my family 
physician for many years, and had ever regarded me as 
a pure-minded man. On hearing this statement, one of 
the gentlemen present remarked to him that he had doubt- 
less been deceived with regard to my moral character, 
and that there was no doubt but that I had been a man 
of licentious practices for a series of years, and that 
now the evidence of my guilt was so plain that I could 
not get rid of it, and therefore I had confessed it by my 
rash act. Dr. Hayward was greatly astonished at this 
intelligence ; and under the excitement of the moment 
made a remark like this : ^^If such were his chamcter 
and habits, then I probably made a mistake when I 
attended him some years ago for inflanamation." This 
led to another note firom me, and another in reply firom 
him, all of which were published to the world yean 
ago. And soon after the publication of this correspon* 
dence, I received letters from physicians in different 
parts of the Commonwealth, entire strangers to me, 
naming several medical writers of high authority, re- 
questing me to direct the attention of my lawyer to 
those writers when my suit against Dr. Adams came on 
for trial, assuring me that those authors would show 
very clearly to the court that my disease, according to 
the statements of Dr. Hayward, was very common 
among males and females of the most virtuous habits, 
and not infrequent among children. 

But this story, as was very natural, occasioned at the 
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time among my Mends a good deal of anxiety and in- 
quiry. Many gentlemen speedily called on the Doctor, 
to ascertain from him the facts in the case. Among 
the number who called were Rev. Dr. Dana, Rev. Hub- 
bard Winslow, and Eev. Louis Dwight. These gentle- 
men were entirely satisfied that the report had no foun- 
dation in truth, and that my disease was not disreputa- 
ble. At least Dr. Hayward says they assured him they 
were, and Messrs. Winslow and Dwight stated to me 
their interview with the Doctor, and that their minds 
were wholly relieved from every suspicion of guilt. 
And I never heard but that everybody was satisfied at 
that time. I was told that the matter was up in the 
weekly meeting of the pastors in Boston, and that the 
Rev. Mr. Rogers stated to the brethren that he had 
made inquiry, and was convinced of my innocence. 
AU this was known to Dr. Adams. He was doubtless 
aware of this report when at the Exeter council, and 
then gave no credit to it That was in the summer of 
1844. But in October, 1846, this old story was newly 
vamped up, and Dr. Adams received it into willing ears, 
doubtless because he could use it to great advantage 
before his church meeting, then near at hand, and ac- 
complish by it what he had vainly attempted to accom- 
plish by his correspondence vTith Mrs. Jewett. He had 
asserted that before the church should meet in October 
to take action on the case of Mr. and Mrs. Jordan, 
some awful disclosures would come out from "down 
east," which would annihilate me and my church. But 
as that effort proved abortive, I do not know what Dr. 
Adams would have done to prevent the church from 
granting the request of those applicants for a letter, had 
it not been for the news which had just reached him, 
coming from on shipboard, under circumstances, as he 
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stated to his church, ''when men are often £ree and un- 
reserved in their intercourse." One of the brethren, on 
hearing this statement in the presence of the church, 
remarked to me that he supposed Dr. Adams had refer- 
ence to two sailors who had got together in the caboose, 
and were there whiling away tiieir time in spinning out 
their long yams over my late trial in Boston, the one 
telling the other what wonderful things he knew about 
the matter, and that I had escaped conviction by the 
jury, simply because he was not there to testify. But 
the resuscitation of that story, which had been dead 
and buried for two years, came quite opportunely to 
help him out of his embarrassment The circumstances 
which revived this old story were these : In the summer 
of 1846, Dr. Haywaid visited Europe, and on his return 
found himself a fellow-passenger in one of the British 
steamers with Bev. Dr. Patton of New York, the father 
of Bev. William W. Patton, who had succeeded me as 
pastor of this Phillips Church. This led to inquiries 
about me in relation to my trial before the civil court 
In the course of this conversation. Dr. Hayward stated 
to Dr. Patton that he himself came very near being 
involved in that controversy; and then mentioned to 
him the circumstances of his attendance on me in 
1833, as I have already detailed them. On his return 
to New York, Dr. Pattpn communicates to his son 
William, who had previously imbibed all the prejudices 
of Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake against me, and who 
had attended my trial in court, manifesting the deepest 
anxiety lest I should escape conviction, — Dr. Patton, I 
say, while his son was in this state of mind, communi- 
cates to him what had passed between himself and 
Dr. Haywarc^ on shipboard. And William, highly 
pleased with this, to him, good news, forthwith writes 
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to ])eaoon Drake, giving him, profeaaedly, a detailed 
acocmiit of what his father had just stated to him. 
This letter was dated Monday, October 12, 1846, and 
the meeting of Dr. Adams's church to act on Mr. Jor- 
dan's application was to be held on the Friday follow- 
ing. I presume no one will doubt but that he regarded 
the receipt of this letter just at that time, as a " special 
providence." Instead of going with it directly to Dr. 
Hayward, as it seems to me any man would have done 
who was in search after truth, and getting him to con- 
firm it, he states to his church on Friday evening that 
he had just received a communication coming from a 
most respectable source, giving such an account of my 
moral character as would make them believe as he did, 
that I was the wickedest man that walks the streets of 
Boston ; and though he was not permitted to tell them 
what it was, or from whom it came, yet it would doubt- 
less soon be published, though not by any agency of 
his, and then they would have no more trouble by their 
members requesting to be recommended to my pastoral 
care. That statement of Dr. Adams produced the de- 
signed effect Mr. and Mrs* Jordan's request was 
refused. 

The contents of Mr. Patton's letter were so exhilarat- 
ing to Deacon Drake that he could not be contented 
with simply showing it to Dr. Adams, but to many 
others, especially to some who had hitherto been my 
warm friends, and had sympathized with me in all my 
troubles. One day a friend of mine entered the bank 
of which Deacon Drake was cashier, and he handed 
the letter to him to read. He stepped into an adjoin- 
ing room for that purpose, and before he had finished 
reading it, a gentleman called to see him on some busi- 
ness, which they were to meet there to settle at that 

14 
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hour by preyious appointment. Not having got through 
with tiie letter, my Mend asked tiie deacon's permis- 
sion to take it away with him, on his promise to return 
it soon. Ttiis was readily granted. He put it into his 
pocket among some other papers relating to business 
transactions, — which papers he soon had occasion to 
pass over into the hands of a gentleman to whom they 
belonged, forgetting that the deacon's letter was 
among them. This gentleman on reaching home 
and examining his papers, found among them Mr. Pat- 
ton's letter. He being a member of Dr. Adams's church 
at that time, and having heard about the disclosures 
soon to come from on shipboard, perceived at once that 
he had in his hands the very communication to which 
Dr. Adams referred in the late church meeting. He im- 
mediately made up his mind that duty required him to 
copy it and put it into my hands ; and at a late hour 
of the night the work was done. The next morning he 
called at the bank, and gave the original to the deacon, 
and passed directly over to my house and put the copy 
into my hands, and with it a five dollar bill. I will 
here quote a few sentences firom that letter, and only a 
•few, as I shall soon have occasion to recur to it again. 
Mr. Patton says to the deacon, " Will you please show 
this letter to Rev. Nehemiah Adams, as it will save me 
the trouble of writing to him." The gentleman who 
gave me the letter says that over the name of Mr. 
Adams there was pasted a piece of paper ; but by hold- 
ing it up to the light, he could distinctly read the name. 
What the motive of Dr. Adams could have been in 
causing his name to be thus concealed, I will not under- 
take to determine. But I think that every honorable 
reader will agree with me in saying that he oug'lU to 
have concealed it from very shame in having his name 
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80 oonspicuooB as one of such a trio, engaged in a work 
80 ungracious and degrading as to make any man 
ashamed who made the least pretensions to decency or 
humanity. One more paragraph from Mr. Patton's 
letter to the deacon : ^ I thought these things would 
interest you, and might, some wa^^ be put to use. We 
must not despair. God will yet bring out the truth 
about Mr. Fairchildj and his almost unparalleled guilt 
will be exposed." 



CHAPTER XV. 

At the time of the receipt of this letter, the corre- 
spondence between Dr. Adams and myself was in press, 
and soon to be issued. As we had previously heard 
about tMs letter, my committee had inserted in the text 
of the correspondence a call for its publication. The 
call was expressed in these words: — 

We hereby giye assoranoe to Mr. Adams and Deacon Drake 
that no civil prosecution shall be commenced against them for 
publishing it, nor against its author. We desire its publication, 
that Dr. Hayward may have a suitable opportunity of telling 
the world the whole truth about the matter, that he may thus 
nail the story, as base coin, to the counter, and show up the 
men who have been engaged in the disgraceful business of giv* 
ing it circulation. 

On reading this challenge to publish Mr. Patton's 
letter, Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake felt that something 
must be done. And so Dr. Adams copies that part of 
the letter which, if true, would ruin me, and takes it to 
Dr. Hayward for his sanction. And here I will quote 
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what the doctor says about that matter in his deposi- 
tion. In answer to a question proposed to him by my 
counsel he says, "Bev. Nehemiah Adams brought a 
letter to my study, and asked me whether it contained a 
true statement I told him it did not Either at that 
interview or at another which took place about the same 
time, I showed him copies of two letters which I had 
written to Mr. Fairchild, and told him that they con- 
tained the facts. He asked me for copies <^ thenii 
which I declined giving. I took the letter which he 
showed me and looked it over, and as I did so, taking 
my pencil I erased and struck out in various places, re- 
marking as I did so ^ this is not correct,' ^ nor this,' and 
so on, until I had made what alterations I deemed nec- 
essary. The letter as altered, I think is correct enough, 
so far as it goes. It does not contain the whole. I 
mean it is correct so far as it contains any facts in re- 
gard to Mr. Fairchild." This letter thus corrected, con- 
tained nothing implicating my moral character. And 
yet Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake afterwards used that 
letter repeatedly and publicly to blast my reputation 
without regard to the doctor's corrections, and at the 
same time referring to Dr. Hayward as the only compe- 
tent witness in the case ! But more of this by and by. 
On the 19th day of November, 1846, Deacon Drake 
wrote a letter to Rev. Dr. Sheldon of Easton. The 
deacon was born somewhere in that region. He had 
relatives and friends attending on the ministry of Dr. 
Sheldon. The doctor was well and favorably known in 
all the neighboring towns. He was a member of the 
council that installed me over my present church, and 
made the introductory prayer. And moreover, he had 
exchanged pulpits with me. It was therefore vastly im- 
portant to Deacon Drake that he should enlighten the 
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mind of Dr. Sheldon on the subject of my gross moral 
delinquencies, well knowing the unenviable position in 
which he must stand in that conmiunity, unless he 
could change the views of the doctor respecting me. And 
so he writes him a letter, just one year after my installa* 
tion, a part of which I will here subjoin : — 

Boston, November 19, 1846. 
Ret. L. Sheldoh: — 

Dear Sir, — The deep interest with which I have listened to 
yoar preaching, and the i^probation which I have heard my 
beloved uncle Bethuel Drake express of you as a devoted pas* 
tor, induce me to hope and believe you would not knowingly in- 
flict a lasting stigma upon the cause of Christ by sustaining in 
the ministry an impure and corrupt man. True it is impossible 
for me to cooceivo it possible that a regard for the glory of God 
would have induced you to assist in installing a man who had 
been expelled by the Association to which he belonged, and 
against whose installation the ministers in the vicinity who 
knew him best, protested ; but what is impossible to me I am 
willing to believe is possible to you, until I have positive evi- 
dence to the contrary. A short time since I received a letter 
from Rev. William W. Fatten, my late beloved pastor, now set- 
tled in Hartford, Conn., — an extract from whidi I forward yon, 
as it goes to establish a fiu^ which, although not new to me, 
may be so to you. The father mentioned, I would remark, is 
Rev. Dr. Fatten of New York city. Some part of the extract 
has not reference to the fact, but goes to show that the informa- 
tioQ was altogether unsolicited on my part 

The deacon then goes on to insert the extract, which 
it is not necessary for me to copy. He closes his com« 
munication to Dr. Sheldon in these words : — 

When I received the letter from Mr. Fatten, I put it into the 
hands of a gentleman in this city whose word will not be ques- 
tioned, and did not see it again until measures had been taken 
to ascertain both from Dr. Fatton and Dr. Hayward that the 
fiicts justified all that was said in the letter. It has also been 
ascertained that Mr. Fairchild ascertained before he published 
his book, by corresponding with Dr. Hayward, that he said he 
enved him of that disease, and that he would not recall the as- 
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fiertion. Keeping this fact in mind, if you will read what Mr. 
Fairchild has written in his book respecting his having the dis- 
order, and can still believe him an honest man, it will be useless 
to adduce further evidence. I ask no one to believe mj testi- 
mony, but am ready to produce proof when required. I have 
written you for two reasons. 1. To justify myself from the 
grave charge of slander which Mr. Fairchild has preferred 
against me. 2. That if you choose to sustain Mr. Fairchild, 
you may not do it ignorantly. 

Yours, with much respect, 

Jeremy Drakb. 

This letter, unsealed, was handed by Deacon Drake 
to one of the leading and most influential members of 
the church in Easton, with the request that he would 
read it, and then seal and forward it to Dr. Sheldon. 
He did so ; and the result was that the doctor soon ex- 
changed with me a second time, and sent me by mail 
the deacon's letter. 

The gentleman here spoken of, ^^ whose word will not 
be questioned by any man,'' was Dr. Adams, as the 
deacon admitted in court I wish the reader to take 
particular notice here that the deacon's letter is dated 
the 19th of November, and that he says it had then been 
ascertained from Dr. Hayword by Dr. Adams that the 
facts therein stated, were true. And yet Dr. Hayward 
testifies that when Dr. Adams brought him that letter, 
he had erased and struck out certain parts of it, as I 
have just mentioned, — the only parts which, by being 
retained, could do me any barm. But here is the letter 
sent to Dr. Sheldon just as the deacon received it from 
Mr. Patton, without any regard to Dr. Haywaid's cor- 
rections ; nay, asserting that the doctor had seen and 
confirmed the whole ! And yet the deacon says he sent 
the letter for two very commendable reasons, (if they 
were only true,) with which he closes his letter. 

On the 15th day of February, 1847, there was issued 
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firom the press of Messrs. Jordan & Wiley of this dty, 
a pamphlet with the following title : ^ The Medical Fad 
m Mr. FairchiUTs case in answer to a cM for it bj^ the com^ 
miitee of his chwrch!^ This pamphlet was signed ^ Jere- 
my Drake," who, of conrse, became responsible for its 
publication. The deacon says he published it in answer 
to a call for it by the committee of my church. Now 
the committee of my church had never made any such 
call, as the reader will see by turning back to the express 
words of the call. Their call was for Mr. Patton's let- 
ter, nothing more, nothing less. But this pamphlet 
contains only about one third part of that letter ; and 
that one third part consists of the viery extract firom 
which Dr. Hayward ^' had erased and strack out" every 
thing which could, by possibility, implicate me in crime. 
And yet the deacon says that the jbct which he an« 
nounces in his pamphlet of my ^ once having labored 
under a disreputable disease, is distinctly given on the 
authority of one of the most distinguished clergymen 
in New York, who had it directly firom the mouth of 
the only competent witness in the case," — that is, from 
Dr. Hajrward. Yes, he repudiates the testimony of the 
man whom he styles, at the very moment of repudia* 
tion, " the only competent witness in the case," and re- 
fers his readers to him as such ! But this is not all He 
not only withholds the letter, and gives merely a garbled 
extract, but he suppresses the doctor's name. It is Dr. 
Blank that says so and so. He does not give even his 
initials. The letter was called for by my committee 
avowedly for the purpose of giving Dr. Hayward an op- 
portunity of replying to it, and exposing its falsity. 
But Dr. Hayward was not Dr. Blank ; and therefore he 
tiad nothing to say. 

The appearance of this pamphlet gave me and my 
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people no little anxiety as to the course which duty re« 
quired us to take. My first impression was that I must 
now call on Deacon Drake to answer for his slander 
before a civil tribunal. I felt as though my duty, as a 
minister, could demand of me forbearance and patience 
no longer. But I dreaded a suit at law as not com- 
mendable in a Christian minister, and to be avoided if 
possible, and not justifiable, but as the last resort for 
a redress of wrongs which can no longer be endured. 
I expressed this reluctance to wise and good men; and 
it was deemed by them most advisable, as the first step, 
to apply to Dr. Haywaid for a written statement of tiie 
case, and publish to the world so much of it as might 
be judged necessary to counteract the pernicious effects 
of the deacon's pamphlet And so I obtained his state- 
ment, and then called a meeting of ihe gentlemen of my 
parish, aiul read it to them, together with my corre- 
spondence with Dr. Haywaid in September, 1844. After 
hearing all the documents, and discussing the subject at 
some length, it was finally voted to appoint a committee 
to reply, in pamphlet form, to the *^ Medical Fa4A^^ though 
one of the gentlemen present was so desirous of having 
the deacon prosecuted that he offered to give two hun- 
dred dollars for that purpose ; and because I refused he 
soon withdrew from my ministry. A reply viras speedily 
prepared and signed by fifty-six of my parishioners and 
published in the Boston Times. It is a long document 
occupying nearly two columns. I will note only two or 
three short paiagiaplis. 

The undersigned, attendants on Mr. Faircbild's ministry, 
held a meeting March 15, 1847, to consider what notice ought 
to be taken by im of a certain scurnbas pampbkt recently pub- 
lished by Jeremy Drake, entitled ^ The Medical FacU in Mr. 
FatrcMtcTs Oase." Afler a thorough examination of the mat- 
ter, it is oor deHberste opmion, withoat reference to any ulterior 
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mearares^Uiat it is, first of all, a solemn dutj which wc owe to 
our pastor and oarselyes, as well as to the Christian oommunitj, 
to proclaim to the world, that the charge thus preferred hy 
Deacon Drake against Mr. Fairchild, is gro$$iy hbeilaui. We 
have looked into the matter most criticallj, — heard all the cor* 
respondenoe alluded to by the deacon in hb pamphlet, which has 
erer passed between Mr. Fairchild and his physician in relation 
to it, — examined into all the circumstances connected with it, 
and obtained his physician's statement of the whole case oyer 
his own signature ; and we do not find a parUcU of evidence 
that ^ Mr. Fairchild once labored under a certain disreputable 
disease." We have ascertained that fourteen years ago this 
present month, Mr. Fairchfld was suffering from a difficulty in 
the urinary organs, attended with severe inflammation, — that 
his physician treated him solely for that difficulty, and did not 
prescribe the remedies which are commonly employed in cases 
of *^ disreputable disease.** We find that under this treatment, 
after the lapse of four or five weeks, the difficulty was removed 
and his health restored. We further learn that the symptoms 
of diseases like that under which Mr. Fairchild labored, are 
equivocal, — that is, the same symptoms often develop them- 
sdves whether the disease proceed from a pure or an impure 
cause, — that they are found in persons of the most virtuous hab» 
its, and not unfrequently in children under the age of ten. We 
learn from one of the most respectable physicians in Boston that 
he has, at this time, a child under his care not four years old, 
where the same symptoms are c^eveloped as in Mr. Fairchild's 



We have been striving to live and labor in peace with our 
pastor, attending to our own concerns, and not meddling with 
the affiurs of othier people. But when Mr. Patton's letter came 
as a firebrand among us, and such an unjustifiable use was 
made of it to injure us and our pastor, we felt constrained to 
notice it as a breach of the ninth commandment Had Deacon 
Drake put that letter into the fire as soon as he received it, and 
said nothing, all this difficulty would have been avoided. He 
well knew that it was ^ the same old story newly vamped up ; " 
but having said, years ago, that he would do all he could to get 
Mr. Fairchild out of the ministry, and having signally failed in 
all his preceding attempts, he doubtless thought that he should 
be able by means of that letter, to accomplish his purpose. We 
advise him henceforth to let Mr. Fairchild alone. Let him do 
this, and we will venture to predict that it will be better for 



166 RRMABXABLB INCIDBNTS IN THB 

him, and all connected with him. We are heartilj side and 
tired of this controversy ; and so are the public. We design to 
take no further notice of the deacon, so far as publishing is con- 
cerned. He has asserted in the face of the wide world that 
*' Mr. Fairchild once labored under a certain disreputable dis- 
ease." He has thus uttered a yroM libeL Christian forbear— 
ance, and the wish that he may see hia error, has led us to make 
this reply to his ^ Medical Fact" We truly pity the man, and 
sincerely hope that there will be no further occasion to notice 
him or his libel. If, however, he still persists in his attempts 
to injure Mr. Fairchild, he will be noticed in some other way. 
Our pastor has the rights of a citizen, — rights as important and 
precious to him as to any other man ; and these rights he is de- 
termined to assert and maintain.. This is his duty, nol only as 
a man, but as a Christian ; and in this, we pledge ourselves to 
sustain him. 

I come now to disclose a transaction ^n relation to 
that pamphlet which I would gladly conceal from every 
eye, if I could do it consistently with the character of a 
truthful narrator of facts ; especially would I do it for 
the credit of the ministry. Deacon Drake was not the 
author of that pamphlet. It claims a higher patronage. 
In order clearly to explain this matter, and to finish this 
disgusting story, I must anticipate a littie, and state the 
astounding facts which came out in court on the trial 
of Dr. Adams in the summer of 1851. In 1847 the 
Rev. A. W. McClure, then of Maiden, was editing a 
monthly publication in Boston called the Observatoryy 
whose office Was at No. 21 ComhilL Connected with 
that office was a gentleman, an entire stranger to me, 
who saw and heard things which made him feel indig- 
nant at what he suspected was a plot to destroy me. 
Though he was not in the secret and knew nothing, 
except what occasionally struck his eye and ear as he 
was passing in and out of the office, yet he was con- 
vinced that something was being concocted there which 
foreboded no good to me. After I had commenced the 
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proaecntioii of Dr. Adaips for libel and slander, 1 aecer- 
tained that this gentleman had probably some testimony 
which would be important to me in the approaching 
triaL Acoordin^y I sent him a note on the subject, to 
which he soon replied in a letter dated December 18, 
1850, some extracts from which I will here insert 

K Mr. McClure be not too cunning for your lawyer, you will 
be able to prove your case by him. I know that he kept a pile^ 
of small tracts or pamphlets upon his desk, at No. 21 Gorahill,* 
some two or three years ago, which seemed fresh from the 
press, and these tractg were for gratuitous distribution to clergy- 
men and others. The tract, of which perhaps you have a copy, 
was concerning you, and referred to the matter of your being or 
having been afflicted with some disreputable disease* Mr. 
McQure, I recollect distincdy, showed the pamphlet to several 
gentlemen who came into the office at different times, and 
talked over the matter. He handed the pamphlet to them, for 
them to keep. I took one myself. I think I may go further, 
and say that Mr. McClure, and Dr. Adams, and Mr. Drake, 
(Jeremy, I think his name is,) were in frequent and active 
conclave together in this work, at Mr. McClure's office. I 
think, also, that Mr. McClure procured, or instigated the publica- 
tion in the Puritany (of which he was, at that time, one of the edi- 
tors,) of an article or paragraph directing the reader to a docu* 
meat bearing reference to thb matter, which document was said 
to be on file in court, or somewhere, I do not recollect precisely. 
The simple fact is, that Mr. McClure and Dr. Adams were for 
a long time in constant communication together, concocting, and 
devising, and executing this infernal and guilty plot. 

The information contained in this letter led me to 
summon Mr. McClure into court as a witness. I will 
here give his testimony, copied literaUy from the notes 
taken at the time by Mr. Clifford, my senior counsel, 
who was then, as he is now, the attorney-general of the 
Commonwealth. Says Mr. McClure : — 

I prepared for publication in February, 1847, the pamphlet 
entitled the *^ Medical Fact.** In the course of its preparation I 
had frequent conversations with Dr. Adams. He made sugges- 
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tions, -^ examined the manuscript, — eliminated passages, etc. 
I accepted all Dr. Adams's suggestions except one, which was a 
proposed change of phraseology in the last paragraph. The 
question of bringing it before the public in some form or other 
had been discussed between Dr. Adams and myself before I 
was applied to to prepare the pamphlet Mj mind was influ- 
enced in part to prepare it, by these conversations. The prin- 
cipal object of the pamphlet, as understood by Dr. Adams and 
myself, was to bring on a prosecution against the publisher by 
Mr. Fairchild, in which the testimony of Dr. Hayward would 
. be taken, and all the facts come out It was a distinct challenge 
to Mr. Fairchild to prosecute, and I was surprised it did not 
have that effect In the preparation of the pamphlet Dr. Adams 
advised the cancelling of certain passage^ which had reference 
to the corroborative testimony of other witnesses — two physi- 
cians and a lawyer — as their testimony, he thought, would 
come with more effect in the expected prosecution. Dr. Adams 
and I did not expect that we should be prosecuted, but that Mr. 
Drake would be. 



Here is a statement under oath, of all, and more than 
all, which the writer of the preceding letter assured me 
my lawyer would be able to get out of Mr. McClure, if 
he was not too cunning for him. I cannot describe my 
feelings as I listened to these developments from the lips 
of Mr. McClure. It seemed incredible that two clergy- 
men professing and teaching a religion of love and good* 
will to men, and with them a deacon of an Orthodox 

church, could have been engaged in such I do 

not know what to call it Here was a pamphlet pre- 
pared by these professedly Christian gentlemen and offi- 
cers in a Christian church, for gratuitous distribution, to 
be spread broadcast over the land, and probably a copy 
thereof sent by mail or otherwise to every Orthodox 
clergyman in the Commonwealth, — a pamphlet so im- 
pure that few parents would consent that their sons and 
daughters should peruse it ! Let it be remembered, too, 
that it contains the very paper which Dr. Adams had 



UFB OF RBV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 169 

earned to Dr. Hayward to ascertain if the statements 
therein made were correct, and which the doctor told 
him were not correct^ and ^^ with his pencil had erased 
and stnick out in various places," — yes, this very paper 
thus corrected and deprived of all its venom, Dr. Adams 
fetuses to be inserted in* that pamphlet, retaining the 
very words and expressions as true, which Dr. Hayward 
had declared were false, and at the same time assuring 
the reader that Dr. Blank, (meaning Dr. Hayward) had 
<H)nfirmed the whole ! and doing all this, too, after he 
had solemnly assured his church that, though the matter 
would doubtless be made public, yet that he should not 
be instrumental in its publication ! Surely it is not al- 
ways extravagant to say that ^ men of low degree are 
^vanity ; and men of high degree are a lie." But I dare 
not trust myself to make any comments on such 
affecting exhibitions of human weakness and deprav- 
ity! The reader will see this done, 3,nd well done, 
when he comes to Mr. Clifford's argument. I must, 
however, be excused here for expressing the wish, that 
if the preceding statement should happen to fall under 
the eye of that good clergyman who said to me that he 
thought, when he read Dr. Adams's Marblehead letter, 
he must have been inspired in writing it, — I wish he 
would just ask himself whether he thinks that Dr. 
Adams was inspired while preparing the Medical Fact; 
and if inspired, by what spirit? 

I cannot well resist the temptation here to quote a 
few lines from Dr. Adams's letter to me,* dated April 10, 
1846. In speaking of the character of my pubhc com- 
munications, he says, '^ It is very evident that tbe spirit 
of all grace has not breathed upon you in preparing 
your published writings. The savor of piety, of meek- 
ness, gentleness, and forgiveness m nowhere found in 

16 
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them." Iwonld here make my appeal to the reader, 
and ask whether he thinks " the spirit of all grace was 
breathing " upon Dr. Adams when preparing that false 
and filthy pamphlet? I would further ask whether he 
can find in that publication " the savor of piety, of meek- 
ness, and gentleness ? " In my judgment, if the spirit 
of all grace breathes into a man such thoughts and sen- 
timents, it would be wise to pray most fervently for de- 
liverance from such breathing. And so, if '^ the savor 
of piety and gentleness " be found there, I think the less 
any one has of stu:h savor the better, both for this life 
and the life to come. 

But I have not yet quite done with that Medical Fact 
After it was printed, and before its distribution, it was 
sent to Dr. Hayward by Deacon Drake with a letter, — 
which letter was doubtless prepared by Dr. Adams ; at 
least, he would criticize it, and give it the last finishing 
touch, as he had done with the pamphlet. I will here 
quote the closing part of the letter. 

If the statements made by you should be hereafter denied by 
Mr. Fairchild's friends, it is not supposed that you will publicly 
confirm them ; but assurance has been given that other gentle- 
men, who have a knowledge of the facts from yourself, will do 
so, if circumstanoes should render it necessary. 

Very respectfully, &c., 

Jebeht Drake. 

The object of this letter is seen at a glance. It 
was 'written to intimidate the doctor. It was telling 
him to be cautious how he contradicted what was 
stated in that pamphlet, lest certain gentlemen should 
be brought forward to put him down by testifying 
that they had heard him say what Dr. Adams there 
makes him say. But the doctor inunediately gave 
me a written staftment pronouncing the pamphlet 
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false, and soon afterwards showed that he was not 
afraid to do so under oath, as the reader will pres- 
ently see. 



CHAPTER XVI. 

I BfUST now go back to the reply of my fifty-six par- 
ishioners to what we then supposed to be Deacon 
Brake's Medical Fact, but are now compelled to put the 
authorship on Dr. Adams himself. As he was not sat- 
isfied with that reply, nor with the statement which Dr. 
Hayward had given me in writing in spite of the moni- 
tory letter sent him by Deacon Drake, he therefore re- 
solves to take another step to compel Dr. Hayward to 
say what he is so anxious to have him say, but what 
the doctor could not say, without uttering the most pal- 
pable falsehood. Hence on the 6th day of April, 1847, 
I received a notice signed by Thomas S. Harlow and 
R. N. Peirce, two justices of the peace, that Dr. Hay- 
ward had been summoned to appear before them at the 
request of Jeremy Drake, to give his deposition about a 
matter in which I was interested. The case was de- 
ferred tiU the 14th of April. I understood that the doc- 
tor at first declined testifying, on the ground that if a 
physician were liable to be summoned into court and 
there compelled to disclose all he knows about the dis- 
eases of his patients, (especially to gratify the pique of 
a bitter enemy,) it would be not only a breach of confi- 
dence, but tend very much to diminish his practice. 
Ascertaining this fact I wrote a note to his lawyer urging 
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him to advise Dr. Hayward to testify /or. my sake, assur- 
ing him that the doctor's deposition was what I anxiously 
desired, as it would satisfy every honest man in the com- 
munity, who should read it unprejudiced, that he had 
never found me laboring under any " disreputable dis- 
ease." I told him if the doctor should refuse to testify, 
my enemies would say that hi^ refusal was sufficient 
evidence of my guilt The result was, that he did tes- 
tify. And while Mr. Brigham, the lawyer whom Dea- 
con Drake employed, was taking the deposition, and 
proposing questions to Dr. Hayward, he was noticed to 
have before him a memomndum in the handwriting of 
Dr. Adams, doubtless to aid him in examining the wit- 
ness by suggesting certain inquiries which must, by no 
means, be forgotten ; and shortly after the deposition 
was taken. Dr. Adams was seen in Mr. Brigham's office, 
there reading a document supposed from its appearance 
to have been the deposition. He doubtless hoped to 
find something in the doctor's statements, when under 
OfUhj which would confirm the story of his Medical Fad. 
But alas ! he found nothing ! He there learned that the 
doctor had given oath to the truth of the written state- 
ment which he put into my hands, as is stated in the 
Reply of my fifty-six parishioners. I think that Dr. 
Adams, on his return from Mr. Brigham's office, must 
have felt almost as much chagrined as when opening 
and reading the letter recently addressed to him by 
the Hon. Henry A. Wise, of Virginia. 

A copy of the deposition was soon put into my 
hands. And when I had finished reading it, I gave 
thanks to God for " taking the wise in their own crafti- 
ness," as they had now saved me from falling into the 
very pit which they themselves had been so long dig- 
ging, night and day, for my destruction. Into that pit 
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they fondly anticipated that the doctor's deposition 
would plunge me, there to lie concealed, making no 
more noise, — no, not even peeping. 

But Dr. Adams, it would seem, was still determined 
not to rest He must, after aU, make something out of 
Dr. Hayward's deposition. And therefore he, or his 
faithful coadjutor, Mr. McClure, sends a communication 
to the Puritan^ now lying before me, dated June 10, 
1847, ftOTCL which I take the following extract: — 

Events which have recently occurred, have caused to be 
placed on the public records in the Registry of Deeds for Suf- 
folk, a deposition taken by two magistrates, from a physician in 
this city, in a legal form, respecting his professional treatment 
of Mr. Fairchild. As many have a wish to know the truth 
about the matter, which has created much remark in this vicin* 
ity, it is proper to give public information of the fact, that the 
materials of a correct judgment now exist in an authentic 
shape, and are open to public inspection. 

The reader will need no one to tell him of the object 
of this notice. If they really wanted the public to see 
it, why did they not publish it? They well knew, too, 
that not one in a thousand who should read that notice 
in the Puritan^ would ever think of going to the Registry 
of Deeds to examine the document, and that the bare 
announcement of sudi a fact in such a paper, would be 
the best and wisest plan to propagate the slander. I 
never heard of but one gentleman who ever went to the 
Registry of Deeds to read the deposition ; and he re- 
marked to me that if he had doubted my innocence 
before, he should have had no doubt after reading it. 
He expressed a wish that I would publish it to the 
world. I told him the time had not then come. But in 
December, 1849, circumstances, in the judgment of 
judicious counsellors, required its publication. And 
multitudes, on reading it, thoi:(ght n)e stf^ngely iodiffer- 

15* 
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ent to my reputation, to allow sach an effectual weapon 
of defence to lie so long in my draw unused* 

After the taking of said deposition and inserting the 
note in the Puritan^ directing public attention to it, 
things seemed to have settled down into a state of 
quietness and ease. I therefore concluded that the 
time had now come when duty required me to request 
of the Association a certified copy of the vote, whatever 
it might be, by which I was declared expelled from that 
body January 7, 1845, as the Daib/ Mail notified the 
public four days afterwards. The Mail simply an- 
nounced the fact. I now wanted an official notice 
both of ihe fact and the form of expulsion. I had been 
waiting many months, hoping Dr. Adams had seen his 
error, and would now so far retrace his steps as to ad- 
vocate a rescission of that vote, and thus end the strife. 
And so I waited till April, 1849. I then called on Rev. 
Mr. Thompson, of Roxbury, supposing him to have 
been the scribe of the Association at that time, and 
requested him to be kind enough to aid me in obtaining 
my just rights. He received me very courteously, and 
assured me that if I had been deprived of my just 
rights, and if he could aid in regaining them, he would 
do it with pleasure. I then told him that conunon 
fame had said that there was a vote on their book of 
records affecting my interest, no copy of which had 
ever been received by me. He expressed his surprise 
at this neglect, Gissuring me that it was my right to 
have a copy, and then added: '^K I were scribe I 
would give you one without hesitation ; but at our last 
meeting. Rev. Mr. Alvord, the pastor of Phillips Church, 
and your neighbor, was appointed scribe; you must 
therefore go to him." I went to him with my request; 
but he utterly refused to give me a copy, or to let me 
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eee the book, without the permission of the Association. 
I argued the case with him awhile, as to my rights in 
the matter ; but to no purpose. I therefore was obliged 
to defer further action in the matter till the meeting of 
the Association, on the first Tuesday in May. I then 
sent a written request addressed to the moderator, 
stating what common rumor had said about a vote on 
their records respecting me, and desired a copy. My 
request was granted; and Mr. Alvord, the scribe, soon 
forwarded me a copy, which has already been inserted 
in a preceding chapter. When I read it, I was utterly 
amazed that Christian men, — the teachers of truth and 
righteousness, should ever have put upon record a pre- 
amble and vote so infamous and false. I then resolved 
at once never to rest till that foul record was expunged, 
and their book made to tell the truth. I immediately 
prepared and sent to every member of the Association 
a printed circular, that they might all have suitable 
notice of what would come before them at their next 
meeting in July. I here subjoin a true copy, which will 
speak for itself. 

BoBTOH, May, 1 849. 
To THE MeMBEBS of THE SUFFOLK SOUTH ASSOCIATION : — 

Brethren, — I thank you for the immediate and nnanimoas 
compliance with my application, made at your last meeting, for 
a copy of the preamble and vote separating me from your Asso- 
ciation. If I had known, or even suspected the precise nature 
of that preamble and vote, I should not have rested till this 
time without requesting a copy. I need not say that the perusal 
of the copy of a record, so utterly false and Ubellous, has filled 
me with grief and horror. 

The atrocious crimes alleged against me I denied from the 
beginning. I denied them in the most solemn of all circum* 
stances, when I supposed myself to be dying; I deny them 
now, and always shall while I live; and is it christianly to 
chaige a man with falsehood, after the truth of his declarations 
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Las been substantiated bj the unanimous verdict of an honest 
jury? 

The council at Exeter, so far from having proved me guiltj 
of seduction and adultery, did not say that I had been guilty of 
any crime whatever. Their words are^ — **The Council feel 
compelled to express their deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild 
cannot be innocent in this matter ; and that, unless he can pre- 
sent a clearer vindication of himself, before some tribunal more 
competent than ourselves to compel the attendance of witnesses, 
and the utterance of all the truth, and till such act bb 
DONE, he ought not, and so far as our decision goes, does not, 
longer hold the place of a minister in the church of Christ." 

Does the council here say that they had proved me guilty of 
seduction, and adultery, and falsehood ? They do not even say 
that they believed me guilty. ^Deep conviction is less than 
belief." Their action was not, strictly speaking, a depotition 
from office, but simply a sutpennan till I should do a certain 
act recommended by them ; which act I did, and by so doing 
was restored to my office, from which they had temporarily sus 
pended me ; and I began to preach immediately after, and have 
been preaching ever since, without hearing a word from that 
council that I had put a false construction on their result. Be- 
sides, if they had proved me guilty of those shocking crimes, as 
your records say they had, is it possible that they would have 
recommended a man, so steeped in vice, to go to a civil tribunal 
that he might again "^ hold the place of a minister in the church 
of Christ ? " To say that they had proved me guilty, but refused 
so to express it, through lenity^ is an impeachment of their 
integrity. Does not the vote on your records do violence to 
every law of interpretation ? 

I have been credibly informed, that when the vote was pro- 
posed in the Association, separating me from that body, it was 
said by those who urged its passage, that if I ever came into 
court for trial, and was acquitted, it could easily be rescinded. 
I did come, was tried, and honorably acquitted. But that vote 
still remains on your records. If this be right, judge ye. 

Two or three weeks before that vote was entered on your 
records, I had published to the world that I should come to 
Boston for trial, as soon as my counsel could make the neces- 
sary preparation. Was it kind to pass the vote in such haste 
as not to give me time to satisfy yon whether I would come or 
not ? Was not the passing of the vote, at that time, going before 
the law to my injury ? And is not the retaining of it on your 
records, going behind the law to my injury?* 

•Sm AppcDdli. 
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When jou vote on mj request, I would thank jou to take 
the question by jeas and najs. 

Ab this whole affair is too painful to be regarded with indif- 
ference either hj you or me, will 70a not giye the subject of 
this letter your earliest possible attention ? 

Yours, in Christian courtesy, 

J. H. Faibchild. 

«Aly 3d, 1849. 

P. S. — When my case comes up for action, if any objec- 
tions are urged against granting my request, or if it should be 
proposed to act in any way whatever offoinsi me, I trust you 
will notify me, and say as Agrippa once said to Paul, ^ Thoq 
art permitted to speak for thyself.'' I have never yet had a 
hearing before the Association. As the sentence of condemna^ 
tion on your records was passed upon me unheard, I hope you 
will not consent to listen to any arguments against reversing 
that sentence, or in favor of any action which may be injurious 
to me, without allowing me to be present. 

Permit me here to express my earnest desire that you will 
act on my case to-day. But if you have not time to do so, then 
you will oblige me very much by holding a special session at 
as early a day as possible, say Thursday of this week. Do 
not, I entreat you, defer action till your next regular meeting 
in September. Life is uncertain, and the thought of leaving 
the world with such a libel on your records to be handed down 
to future generations, is as painful to me as it could be to any 
one of you in a reverse of circumstances. All I ask is, ihaJL 
you will do as yon would be done by. 

Yours, etc, 

J. H. F. 

The Association met at West Newton, July 3d, 
1849. My circTilar was read, and a special meeting 
appointed to act on it, to be holden in Boston at No. 
28 Ck)mhill, on the 10th of July. At the hour of meet- 
ing, I sent in a note requesting permission to be present 
to hear and answer for myself. Rev. Messrs. Louis* 
Dwight and Joseph Haven, then of Brookline, but now 
Professor in Amherst College, soon called on me as a 
committee from the Association, and presented me with 
a vote just passed, to this effect, (I quote from memory, 
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as the vote is not before me.) " If Mr. Fairchild wishes 
to have an interview with the Association, he may 
come in for that purpose." Owing to the singular 
phraseology of the vote, I at first declined going in; but 
thinking that I might possibly mistake its meaning, I 
concluded ^ accompany the committee to the meeting. 
I found Dr. Burgess in the chair. I first asked for an 
explanation of their vote. I remarked that the word 
" interview " seemed to imply more than one to con- 
verse; and yet it might be expected by them that / 
should do the talking, while they were mere listeners. 
I appealed to the moderator to decide this question. 
He replied that he presumed the object of those who 
passed the vote was to hearj and not to be heard. . He 
then put the question to the Association, whether he 
had given the right construction. They nodded assent. 
I told them that I felt embarrassed. My request and 
the reasons why it should be granted, were plainly 
stated in my circular then before them. I knew not 
that I could add any thing to it. But I expressed ray 
earnest desire to hear their objections, if they had any, 
that I might reply. But they were as silent as the 
house of death. I then remonstrated against their 
accusing and judging and punishing me behind my 
back, without letting me know why they had put that 
vote upon their records, and their reasons for retain- 
ing it I told them that their course was contrary to 
all law, — English law, and American law, and Gospel 
law; "Yes," says the Moderator, "and Roman law, 
too." But they heeded not my remonstrance. I thought 
then, and I think so still, that such rank injustice, — 
such gross inhumanity, is without precedent in the civil 
or ecclesiastical history of New England. As I was not 
permitted to remain that I might hear and answer for 
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myselfy I withdrew from the meeting, having pre- 
viously assured them that I did not wish to be restored 
to membership with them, but simply to have their 
records set right; and lest they should object on the 
ground that by rescinding their vote I should come 
back into their body, I told them that I would imme- 
diately take a letter to the Wobum Association, assur- 
ing them that it could not possibly be more offensive to 
them than it would be to me, to be connected with that 
Association. As I was leaving the room I requested 
Dr. Beecher to read to the Association a letter, which 
he had recently received from his friend. Rev. Greorge 
Allen of Worcester, a copy of which had just been put 
into my hands, and that they might regard that letter 
as my argument in addition to what I had said in my 
circular. And I was told that he did read it I here 
give the letter: — 

WoBCBSTEB, June 26, 1849. 
Dear Bbotheb Beecheb : — 

^ Fair play is a jewel,'' was the saying of the boys when I 
was one of them ; and the spirit of the saying is as good for 
men as boys, and quite as good for ministers as for the people. 
My attention has very unexpectedly been called within a few 
days to the case, or rather certain aspects of the case, of the 
Rev. Mr. Furchild of South Boston ; and I have concluded to 
state to you my views of the matter in my own free way, not 
doubting of your willingness to let me have my own way thus 
far. 

I was greatly pained on learning, last evening, (he terms and 
tenor of the preamble and vote by which Mr. Fairchild was ex- 
cluded from the Suffolk South Association, together with the 
fact that such a preamble and vote are still cdUmed to remain 
on record^ to extend and perpetuate their operation, although 
their professed reasons and claimed foundations have been 
wholly taken away, if they can truly be said to have ever been 
more than professed and claimed. It seems to me. Brother 
Beecher, that even on the supposition that the act of the Asso- 
ciation was originaUy defensible as to both manner and sub- 
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stance, (reapectiDg which, however, there is a difference* (^ 
opinion,) the yet allowed perpetuity of the act cannot be justi- 
fied bj any law, — certainly not by the law of Christ. Indeed, 
I think that the conunon sense of right and wrong, or, in other 
words, universal conscience, would have claimed that the effect 
of the vote on Mr. Fairchild's exclusion from the Association 
should cease on his acquittal by the jury. If after his acquit- 
tal prtf(2eyiftaZ reasons might have justified a further disconnec- 
tion of Mr. Fairchild £rom the Association, that would have 
been a matter by itself, — a new question of mere expediency, 
and wholly independent of proven guilt, assumed and set forth 
in the preamble of the vote now on record. The effect of the 
record should not have outlived the effect of the resuU of cotm- 
cUj on which it was professedly and carefully based. So soon 
as that result was superseded and became nugatory by the ver- 
dict of the jury, (an effect deliberately and righteously provided 
for by the council,) so soon should the dependent disability of 
Mr. Fairchild, as a member of the Association, have passed 
into a like nonentity with that of his disability as a minister of 
the gospcL 

If I understand the leading facts in the case, Mr. Fairchild's 
claim that the record of January 7, 1845, be rescinded, is a 
just daim, which ought to be at once allowed, and in such man- 
ner as best becomes a magnanimous ministry. 

If I mistake not, three considerations involve the merits 
of the issue between Mr. Fairchild and the Association, 
namely: — 

1. I7ie tmor of the restdt of council at Exeter. 

2. Hie verdict of the jury and its effect on that resuU. 

8. The vote of Association (u interpreted by the light of its 
reasons* 

1. 7^ tenor of the restdt of council The import of that 
result is plain, and cannot be tortured into ambiguity. It clearly 
and with studied precision prohibits Mr. Fairchild from holding 
the place of a minister in the church of Christ till the occur- 
rence of a specifed contingency. It does not contemplate an 
absolute, unconditional prohibition in perpetuity^ but expressly 
stipulates conditions, the compliance with which is to terminate 
the prohibition, and, of course, restore to him suspended func- 
tions. 2^is suspension till a contingent events is not only clear 
by its own apt terms in the result, but harmonizes wiihy and is 
corroborated by other parts of the result. For instance. The 
council refrain from an absolute, unqualified declaration of the 
guilt of Mr. Fairchild in any one of the charges they were 
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called to iDvestigate ; and indeed they convict him of no spe- 
cific offence whatever. To be sure, thej ^ express their depp 
conviction that Mr. Fairchild cannot be innocent in this mat^ 
ter;" but what guilt or what measure df guilt maj be his, they 
prudently assume not to say or intimate, but leave wholly and 
with evident design in the dark, not allowing any to say on 
their authority, that he is guilty of this or that particular 
otfence ; for, not to be innocent in some or other way in respect 
to the general matter comphuned of, is quite another thing from 
being guilty of a particular offence chai^d ; and the result 
seems to have been framed in its peculiar manner on purpose 
to avoid saying or authorizing any to say, that any specific 
offence had been proved against the aocus^ This interpreta- 
tion is also the only one consonant with the subsequent and 
contiguous language of the result ; for the council immediately 
proceed to indicate the imperfect means and the unsatisfactory 
extent of their investigation, by suggesting at least the possi- 
bility of Mr. Fairchild's ^ clearer vindication of himself before 
a tribunal more competent than ourselves to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth." They 
even intimate their desire and the propriety, if not their ex- 
pectation also, of a more reliable and satisfiictory review of the 
case before such a tribunal, by limiting the effect of their depo- 
sition of Mr. Fairchild to such time as he shall successfully use 
such an' opportunity. That such a limit to its operation was 
assigned beyond which his ministerial disabilities should cease, 
I think no one can doubt who is willing to know the obvious 
meaning of simple and perspicuous language. 

2. Wkat then was the verdict of the jury^ and what its effect 
on the result of council f Mr. Fairchild, in accordance with a 
notice published by him some weeks before the meeting of the 
Suffolk South Association, January 7, 1845, and (^ course 
known to that body before the adoption of their preamble and 
vote, surrendered himself for trial in the place of the alleged 
offence, before just such a tribunal as the result of council con- 
templated, and by it was fully acquitted of the crime or crimes 
for which he was indicted, being tiie same substantially as were 
charged on him before the council. This acquittal by a jury of 
his country must have expressed the '* vindication " contemplated 
by the result, and being such, of course carried with it the full 
effect provided for by that result, namely, the restoration of 
Mr. Fairchild to his ministerial office. This effect was virtually 
concurrent with the verdict ; for as the prohibition of office was 
by the publication of the result in council^ so the restoration to 

16 
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office by aathoritj of that result, was hj the pttblicati<m of the 
yerdict if court. * If the Christian oommunity maj be presumed 
to know the public acts of councils, and that knowledge gives 
effect to their results, thej maj be presumed to know as well 
the public acts of courts ; and therefore whatever ecclesiastical 
effect is left to depend on the act of a judicial tribunal, must be 
coincident with the knowledge of that act, unless special provision 
is made bj the result of council for some other time or waj, of 
which there is no intimation in the present case. Indeed the 
council, instead of intimating a necessity for subsequent ecclesi- 
astical action in order to reinstate Mr. Fairchild in the ministry, 
did, by the terms of their result, preclude such necessity, mak- 
ing his restoration, depend solely on his acquittal, or virtual 
^ vindication " before a competent tribunaL 

8. What then is the vote of the Association as interpreted hy 
the light of its reasons^ If the reason of an act is unjust, the 
act itself cannot be justified. The foundation failing, the build- 
ing falls. Now what is given as Ihe vital reason for expelling 
Mr. Fairchild from the Association had in it no life at all. The 
preamble asserts that the council at Exeter had proved Mr. 
Fairchild guilty of seduction, adultery, and falsehood. For thb 
assertion the Association could have had no other authority than 
the result of that council But that result is vacant of all such 
authority, if the report of it now before me, and received by 
me just after the result was declared, is correct, of which I have 
no doubt. The result not only makes no such declaration, but 
warily shuns the appearance of it, and seeks to keep the suspi- 
cious from receiving such an impression. The professed rea- 
son then of the vote of the Association was a fiction^ and wholly 
untrue. It was therefore unjust to Mr. Fairchild at the begin- 
ning, and while allowed to remain on the record, is a perpetua- 
tion of injustice by those who allow it 

Mr. Fairchild's recent circular to the members of the Associ- 
ation calls their record ^ libellous." That it was and still is a 
libel, I have no doubt ; and if such is its character, then should 
the Association erase it, and hasten to undo, so far as they may, 
so plain a wrong. That it was for a time a responsihie libel 
seems to me equally dear. Whether it has ceased to be so is 
/ not so obvious, though any new exhibition of the record, if not 
the mere retaining of it with its presumed and wonted liability 
to exposure, seems to have the nature and tendency of a libely 
as it leaves character unprotected from voluntary and mischiev- 
ous aspersion, the very evil which the law of libel aims to avert. 
But I am no lawyer, and consult none. Nor, in such a case, will 
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I suppose there is need of nice distinctions and constructions, or 
anj disposition to plead the statute of limitations in such mat- 
ters, there was and is a manifest moral wrong in allowing such a 
record in such a case. And it is because of this wrong, that I 
have taken the liber^ to address yon in the freest manner on the 
subject, and now ask jour influence, which I am persuaded is 
not small with jour brethren of the Association, that thej may 
not delay to do cheerfully a simple act of justice, by erasing the 
preamble and vote in question, and allowing the erasure of the 
record to have its proper, immediate, and full effect in giving to 
Mr. Fairchild the standing in the Association which its un* 
trtUh/ulness was used to deprive him of. It seems to me that 
any thing less would, in the circumstances at this time of day, 
savor not a little of ministerial prudery, and uncommendable 
adherence to consistency in wrong, under the pretence of puri- 
fying the vessels of the Lord. 

Even if, in some of its language, the council at Exeter had 
givtn^ instead of having refused countenance to the preamble of 
the Association, still the cautious qualification of their result, 
and especially their deference to the verdict of a legal tribunal, 
and the consequent ministerial relief of Mr. Fairchild provided 
for in their result, ought to operate for the erasure of a record 
claiming to rest on the import of that result ; for if it rests at 
all on that instrument, it rests upon it as a whole and not a se- 
lected part, qualified and modified by some other part, and so 
having its full and proper meaning not in itself alone, but in its 
connection. 

In whatever light I look at the record, it strikes me as a 
grievous hardship in addition to the other endurances of Mr. 
Fairchild ; and the more attentively I consider it, the stronger 
is my conviction that a prompt and magnanimous retraction of 
the wrong, will be deemed a privilege by every one who loves 
the right, and does not wish to '* judge and set at naught his 
brother." Not only the error of originating such a record in 
such circumstances, when public assurance had been given by 
the accused of a voluntary surrender for trial in a reasonable 
time, even at the very door of the Association, and in the very 
place where suspicion had been busiest to forestall his doom, — 
I say not only the original error calls out loudly for sheer jus- 
tice, but the provision of the result of council and its effect in 
restoring to Mr. Fairchild his office, present to the Association 
an opportunity of restoring to him a common ministerial privi- 
legey and thus honoring at once the justice and the humanity of 
the religion they profess to teach. Not to erase the record and 
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allow the fuU effect of Buch erasare, would be to exercise a 
tyranny foreign to the genius of Congregationalism^ repugnant 
to the spirit of the gospel, and adverse to all true liberty. That 
record, untrue in itself, is the only formal and official condem- 
nation of Mr. Fairchild for the crimes alleged against him. No 
other record denies him any wonted ministerial standing. No 
verdict of a jury touches his character. No result of council 
affects his office. No council or court would have dared on 
any evidence to condemi^ him without a citation to appear be- 
fore it, and confront his accusers. But the record of the Asso- 
ciation condemns and infficts punishment without the semblance 
of a trial by themselves and against the verdict of a jury, pre- 
indorsed by a result of ooundL Such tyranny would be a re- 
proach anywhere ; but more than anywhere else on the spot 
best known on all the face of the earth for its early, strenuous, 
and successful defence of civil and religious liberty. 

I cannot reasonably be suspected of any special predilection 
or bias in favor of Mr. Fairchild as an incentive to this uninten- 
tionally long epistle ; for though he was a college class mate, 
our S3rmpathies never drew us much together, and probably 
in all my life I have never been in his company as many hours 
as I was years with him in college. I have endeavored to look 
at his present case, as exhibited by credible evidence ; and in 
my sincere conviction of the unintended, but real injury done 
him by the Association, I have ventured to express frankly my 
thoughts to you as a member of that respected body, and espec- 
ially as one in whom I have had the pleasure to see an ardent 
love of justice tempered with equal resolution and good-will. 

With affectionate regard, your brother in the gospel ministry, 

Gbobob Allbn. 

Bat this letter, so forcible and convincing in argn- 
ment, and so just and conclusive in reasoning, had no 
more effect upon the mind of Dr. Adams and his coad- 
jutors than had my circular. They seemed to have but 
one object in view, and that was to retain that gross 
libel on their records, and thus render my name and 
memory infamous through all coming time. 
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CHAPTER XVIL 

Immbdiatelt after I left, the conflict begaii between 
justice and injustice, — truth and falsehood. As I was 
not present to hear, I cannot be expected to state all 
that was said and done, or the order in which the dif- 
ferent speakers addressed the meeting ; but I shall be 
able to give a correct account of the principal matters 
then and there transacted. Ten days having passed 
since Mr. Allen's letter was received by Dr. Beecher, he 
must have had sufficient time to examine the subject 
and prepare an answer. I was told that he did attempt 
to answer it. But he has been sufficiently shrewd not 
to let his answer m^et the eye of Mr. Allen, through the 
public press or otherwise. 

My Mend and college class mate, th^ late Bev. Louis 
Dwight, advocated the rescinding of that preamble and 
vote, in a speech of much power and eloquence. And 
I should have supposed that his address would have 
had some eflect on the mind of Dr. Adams and his ad- 
herents. Mr. Dwight had known me intimately all my 
college life. He, and Dr. Barstow of Keene, and my- 
self, were the only professors of religion in our class, if 
I remember correctly, till senior year. It therefore de- 
volved on us three, for years, to take the lead in our 
weekly prayer-meetings, which were attended by many 
of our class mates. This brought Mr. Dwight and my- 
self into frequent and close connection ; and he had 
kept his eye on my ministerial life all along down to 
that time. And I tmderstood that he stated to the 
Association, that no suspicion of impurity was ever 
whispered against me, to his knowledge, till the 

16* 
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attempt was made so to impeach me in South 
Boston. 

Dr. Burgess had received a letter from the late Rev. 
Dr. Cogswell, dated Gilmanton, N. H., Jane 19, 1849, 
who was a member of the Association, excusing himself 
for not being able to attend the meeting, — an extract 
fit>m which was read to the Association, and is as fol- 
lows : — 

Brother Fairchild's case, I have always viewed much as yon 
have. And I think that the treatment he has received from 
some of his brethren was unnecessary, unjustifiable, and crueL 
The action in relation to him of the Suffolk South Association, 
if I understand it aright, was altogether premature, even on the ^ 
ground that he is guilty; and highly reprehensible on the 
ground that he is innocent. This I thmk is the more general 
impression out of Boston. According to the result of the 
council at Exeter, upon his acquittal by the civil tribunal, I 
consider that he was in regular ministeriaJ standing. I consider 
also that his settlement at South Boston was regular and valid, 
both in a civil and ecclesiastical sense. Consequently, according 
to all just propriety and just proceedings, the vote of the Asso- 
ciation respecting him alluded to, ought to have been rescinded 
immediately. Not to do so is rebellion agunst government, 
and a disregard of all laws and usages, both civil and ecclesias- 
ticaL 

The remarks of Dr. Burgess in favor of rescinding 
the preamble and vote of January 7, 1845, were com- 
mitted to paper, of which the following is a copy : — 

There are four reasons why I prefer to note down my re- 
marks on paper, namely, hrevityy accuracy of staUmeniy canve^ 
nience of reference^ and cabnness of mind. And there are two 
reasons why I plead to be heard, namely, that I do not often 
consume the time of the Association, and that I have had ad- 
vantages to make a fair and intelligent estimate of the evidence 
in this case, — having sat in the council at Exeter, and attended 
IB the court house in Boston during the whole time that the 
evidence was given in ; and it is only by a comparison of the 
two that one can see the true worth of the testimony. 
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I utterly disclaim partiality, hjpocrlsy, or conDivance at sin. 
Nor do I stand where I am at mj own election. Without my 
choice I was sent to Exeter ; and only from a sense of duty did 
I follow up the development of the matter till the bubble burst 
And now, while I retain my reason and a good conscience, I 
cannot take any other position than where I stand. My under- 
standing and conscience bind me in anticipation of my final 
account. 

What I say is to define my own position, and not to conyince 
others. Right or ¥rrong, the day I suppose is past for the 
change of opinion in the members of this Association, and we 
have only to cultivate mutual kindness, — be willing to differ, 
and show a proper respect for each other^s judgment. 

Now to the case. And one thing at a time. Let other ma^ 
ters be examined at the proper time knd place. 

I have known Mr. Fairchild more than thirty years, a labo- 
rious and successful pastor, — blessed with repeated revivals, 
— a zealous and popular preacher, — particularly acceptable in 
protracted meetings and on public occasions, —* a skilful de- 
fender of the faith, — a confidential friend of eminently saga- 
cious and good men ; and never have I detected in him indica- 
tions of nnchastity or falsehood. 

When this flagrant report came abroadf I was on a journey 
in the Western States. I supposed that my brother, after a 
useful and honorable course, hsul fiadlen, to his shame and earthly 
ruin; and I repeated to myself, ^Let him that thinketh he 
standeth, take heed lest he falL" 

The payment of money was the first suspicions drcumstance. 
If it had been a merchant or a civilian, I had thought less of it. 
The beting letter to Rhoda would be easily explained after the 
payment of money, and did not much trouble me. Her story 
was plausible and not improbable, except the scene in the 
drama involving her seduction, and the final interview to which 
she would have us trace the paternity of the child, — both of 
which always appeared to me to be badly fabricated and greatly 
wanting in prolMibiiity. The confirmation by the fiUher and 
sister was les» than nothing. 

We had, then, her charges on the one side, and his sol^n 
denial on the other. What might be the motives and tempta- 
tions to each, •— which was entided to credence, we must estimate 
and look weU, says a judge, to the sources of evidence. It is easy 
to see that she might be afraid to go home to give birth to a child 
without money. It is easy to see that she might feel unable to 
extort money from any one, unless from Mr. Fairchild or Mr. 
ShaOer. 
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It will be recollected, that according to the testimony at Exe- 
ter, she accused Mr. Fairchild nnder the importunate and alarm- 
ing urgency of Mr. Shailer, her former pastor, and with the 
promise (as will afterwards appear) of double pay from the dea- 
cons at South Boston. It will be remembered, too, that if her 
testimony, is true, it proves that Mr. Fairchild is not simply the 
seducer of his chaste maid-servant, but the gross perverter of 
Gk)d's word, — the impious trifler in sacred things, interming- 
ling prayers and pollutions on the family altar daily, — the as- 
tounding liar in the apprehended moment of death, — the mur- 
derer of his confiding wife, — the adulterer with the female 
members of his church, — the fiend of hell in human shape. 
Her words to the moderator of the council, that ^ she always 
had her own way with Mr. Fiurchild,'' did not &vor the idea of 
involuntary seduction. 

At the close of the council at Exeter, we could do no leas 
than suspend Mr. Fairchild from the official work of the min- 
istry, and refer the ultimate decision of the case to a future ses- 
sion of the council, — to another council, or to a civil tribunal 
which could compel the attendance of witnesses. It was a 
gloomy suspense to all parties. 

But evidence soon began to be developed at Abington, Taun- 
ton, and Maine. Mr. Fairchild gave public notice that he 
should appeal to a civil tribunaL I learned by a layman in the 
country that Deacon Drake was much disturbed by this notice. 
I learned that the truthful Irish woman who succeeded Bhoda 
in Mr. Fairchild's family, was visited by three men who offered 
two hundred dollars if she would sign her name to the paper 
saying that Rhoda came there and went up into Mr. Fairdiild's 
library, and was locked in with him alone. I learned that the 
hotel-keeper at Taunton would testify that Bhoda said to him 
that she was to receive twice as much money for swearing 
against Mr. Fairchild. I learned that Mr. Davidson, the &ther 
of Rhoda, had said to one that no minister had any thing to 
do with the matter ; to another that Mr. Fairchild never made 
any confession to him ; to another, (a brother-in-law,) that Mr. 
Fairchild protested that he never had any improper connection 
with his daughter, but that he paid her money to prevent the 
threatened scandal. I learned that Rhoda's confidential friend 
would malae disclosures of the most flagrant character in re- 
spect to her career in Boston. 

The day of trial came. I was in the court room at an early 
hour. The case did not open with any assurance on the part 
oi the prosecution. The principal witness appeared* And 
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here is the whole point of the matter as to her testimony. 
What infatuation, if there was any worth in any part of her tes- 
timony 1 How totally different from her testimony before the 
councii at Exeter 1 There is now no attic scene, — no shutting 
of a window, — no rain, — no bolt on the door, — no lying 
down on the bed, — no solicitations, — no resistance, — no hor- . 
rible Scripture pleadings from Solomon or Lot,— noconyulsive 
weeping, — no soothing comforts aflerwards, — no sarcastic 
laughing the next morning. There is no seduction pretended ; 
or she does not know wheny or where^ or by whom. No. ThU 
most astounding scene in the whole dramOy as exhibited before the 
council isy in courts left outy — is blotted outj — is repudiatedi^^ 
is admitted to be a fiction ! I 

She begins her stoiy about two weeks later. She lays the 
scene, not in the attic, as she did at Exeter, but in the nursery 
on the lower floor. She makes no intimation of seduction, re- 
sistance. Scripture pleadings, etc (Here the prosecuting at- 
torney folds up his arms and whispers ^ that overturns my 
dish." And some young man at my side,' said, ^ well done 
Khoda ! now see if you can stick to that ! ") The whole plot is 
changed. Her statement at Exeter was under oath. That was 
doubtless true, if any thing was true. But she denies the main 
item in it under oath ! No confirming evidence was introduced 
on the part of the prosecution. I hesitate not to say that the 
lather's and sister's testimony was less than nothing, — that they 
had better have been kept away. Mr. Thomas W. Phillips 
said, ^ that clinches the evidence in his favor." Bradford Sum- 
ner, Esq., who has examined the whole matter, said, ^ I have 
not the shadow of a doubt on my mind as to his innocence." 

And now as to our vote and record. 

1. It asserts his deposition by the council, which was never 
tme, or pretended. It was suspension only. 

2. It declares him to be proved guilty of seduction and adul- 
tery, which the council do not declare. 

3. It charges him with falsehood in the denial, which surely 
remains to be seen. 

The vote must be rescinded, or we must prepare to defend it 
at the tribunal of public sentiment, and, if necessity require it, 
in the civil court Where we should look for a particle of evi- 
dence, I do not know. 
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CHAPTER XVIII. 

If Mr. Allen's letter had failed to convince Dr. 
Adams of his error, it would seem that the remarks of 
Dr. Burgess must open his eyes to see his true position, 
as he had been placed in circumstances the most favor- 
able for forming a correct judgment in the matter, hav- 
ing heard all the testimony before the council and in 
court But Dr. Adams gives up not a particle of his 
, opposition. Nothing daunted by this letter and these 
remarks, he begins his plea in favor of retaining on 
their records that unblest preamble and vote, which he 
knew to be false, as well as he knew that midnight is 
Hot noon. 

One would have supposed that Dr. Adams, after 
leaving Mr. Brigham's office, would never again attempt 
to fix on me an infamous disease. But no ; on this 
subject he seems to have become a perfect monomaniac. 
He is therefore ready to make one more effort to get a 
falsehood out of that document, that thereby he may 
render me odious to the Association, and prevent them 
firom doing a simple act of justice to themselves as well 
as to me, by expunging a grossly wicked libel from their 
records. That document had not then been published ; 
and I presume there were only three copies of it in 
existence, — one on record in the Registry of Deeds 
office, one with Deacon Drake, and the other in my 
possession. A copy of the document was lying on the 
table before him, and he proceeds to read certain ex- 
tracts and to comment thereon, confidently affirming 
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that there is proof of my guilt in that paper, beyond all 
reasonable doubt. As a corroboratiye circumstance, he 
states to the Association that Dr. Hayward refused to 
attend Mrs. Fairchild as her physician on account of 
my vicious habits, — a statement not only shamefully 
false, but contemptibly mean. What possible motive 
could have led him to such an ungentlemanly act, 
except the wish to blast her character as well as my 
own in view of the Association ? Her firm adherence 
to me in all my troubles, as well -as her unwavering 
faith in my innocence, was well known to the gentle- 
men present; and by thus slurring her, he doubtless 
expected to bring her down to the same state of degra- 
dation in which he was endeavoring to place me. But 
on this topic I cannot dwell. I feel deeply mortified in 
being thus forced to speak at all about the private 
affairs of my family. 

Dr. Adams further stated to the Association, that a 
lawyer of much distinction in this city, whose word 
would have much weight with the Association, if he 
was at liberty to announce it, on hearing some further 
statements about the case, had lately said, '' If he is 
euch a man, I will have nothing more to do with his 
case," — thus giving the Association to understand that 
the eminent lawyer was convinced that I was such a 
man ; and those very statements which made this law- 
yer thus express himself, were statements made to him 
coming second hand from Dr. Adams?s ovm lips ! On 
hearing these statements, the eminent lawyer said, 
" If he is such a man," etc. And if I were such a man, 
what lawyer of distinction would have any thing to do 
with me ? Dr. Adams must not think, at this late day, 
with all the light now shining on the subject, that his 
statements about me, however solemnly made, can have 
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much weight with any man who has a mind and a con- 
Bcience of his own, unless it be among some of the mem- 
bers of the Suffolk South Association. They seem to 
have a wonderful facility in believing that gentleman's 
statements, however inconsistent they may be. 

I have already spoken of the Rev. Louis I>wight as 
present at that meeting. I will now give his testi- 
mony, taken from the notes of Mr. Clifford. Mr. 
Dwight says: — 

Dr. Adams, in his remarks at the meeting of the Association 
in July, 1849, referred to a roll on the table in a very signifi- 
cant manner, as containing something from the records in rela- 
tion to Mr. Fairchild's having the gonorrhea. It was referred 
to in sach a way as to stagger me. Dr. Adams referred to the 
document as containing indubitable proof of Mr. Fairchild's 
guilt This was in conversation with me. He was sitting next 
to me. I said to him, ^ If that contains testimony from Dr. 
Hayward to prove that Mr. Fairchild had that disease, it is in- 
consistent with what Dr. Hayward has told me in private." 

Hearing the next day the use which Dr. Adams had 
made of that deposition, J took my copy and went over 
to Brookline, to learn something more about the matter 
from Rev. Mr. Haven. And while there I read to him 
so much of the deposition as would enable him clearly 
to see what its statements were. After hearing it, he 
expressed the ^eatest surprise. He exclaimed, ^ Are 
those things which you have been reading really con- 
tained in the document from which Mr. Adams read to 
us yesterday ? " I told him they were. " Well, he read 
nothing of that kind to us ; if he had, his object would 
"have been totaUy defeated." 

And what an unjust and disgraceful method did Dr. 
Adams take to accomplish his object ! For what had 
Dr. Hayward's attendance on me, or refusing to attend on 
Mrs. Fairchild, or the changed opinion of a distinguished 
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lawyer, supposing it all to be tme, — what had it to' do 
with the case before them? They were called there to 
act on my request to expunge from their book of records 
a vote and preamble of fidsehood and infamy, that it 
might not go down to future generations to stigmatize 
my memory, and not to discuss such matters as Dr. 
Adams was obtruding on their attention. What, then, 
could have been his purpose in thus introducing topics 
so foreign from the object of their meeting, but to ren- 
der me odious and detestable to the gentlemen then 
present? I do not wish to sit in judgment on Dr. 
Adams ; it is not my province, though he has so arro- 
gantly assumed it in relation to me. But if he be a 
good man after all this wrongdoing, persisted in for so 
many years, (and there is much more of a similar char- 
acter yet to be developed,) I think that every reader will 
say that the doctrine of falling from grace, as embraced 
by our good Methodist brethren, must, after all, be the 
true doctrine. 

I wish now to take my leave of Dr. Adams so far as 
relates to his many and oft repeated, though thwarted 
efforts to fix upon me, by vicious practices, an opprobri- 
ous disease, committing him and his unfortunate asso- 
ciates in this disgusting affair, to the merited and scath- 
ing rebuke of Mr. Clifford, only adding that if Dr. 
Adams, as an honest and educated man, had ever read 
a medical book of any acknowledged authority, he 
would never have been found furnishing materials, and 
criticizing sentences, and eliminating passages in his 
Medical Fact, unless he wished to make himself an 
object of ridicule among all men of literary attain- 
ments. But whether his treatment of me in this mat' 
ter is to be attributed to ignorance or malice, is a ques- 
tion for my readers to determine. Charity bids me 

17 
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hope, for his sake, (thoagh hoping against hope,) that it 
is a sin of ignorance, which it may please God ^to 
wink at" 

At the close of the meeting,. Dr. Burgess and Mr. 
Dwight requested permission to enter their protest on 
record, that it might be known, in all future time, that 
their voice was raised against perpetrating and perpetu- 
ating such iniquity. But Dr. Adams objected. Dr. 
Burgess said he would enter his protest, if allowed, only 
in two words, w-«ya&c and Ubelbms!^^ But no; this 
privilege could not be granted, as Dr. Adams said " it 
would be disrespectful to the Association!" But he 
could see no disrespect to God or man in recording, and 
retaining, and justifying in their book one of the gross- 
est libels that was ever penned! no disrespect at all in 
persisting in a palpable breach of the ninA command- 
ment, but very respectful to persecute a man with un- 
tiring energy for ten years, for being only suspected of a 
breach of the seventh. 

The next day I received from the scribe the follow- 
ing note :^— 

BOUTH BOBTOK, Jalj 11, 1849. 

To J. H. Faikc9ild:^« 

Dear Sir, — The Suffolk South ABsociation direct me to send 
to you the following general result of the meeting yesterday. 
Full copies of their votes will be forwarded to you as soon as 
the minutes are corrected so that I am able to nmke them out 
by authority of the Association. 

1. A motion, ''That the vote of January 7, 1845, on the case 
of Mr. Fairchild, be rescinded," was decided in the negative. 

2. They have adopted a declarative vote to show what were 
the views of the Association at the time when the preamble and 
vote oi January 7, 1845, were passed, by introducing the lan- 
guage of the Exeter Council into a new drafl of said preamble 
and vote. 

8. They have appointed a committee of three to consider 
whether any further entry upon our minutes is desirable with 
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reference to the proceedings of the civil court and installing 
council. Yours respectfully, 

J. W. Alvord, Scribe of the Associaiian. 

Having previously engaged to exchange pulpits on 
the 15th of July with Rev. D. D. Tappan, then pastor 
of a church in Marshfield, I sought and obtained an in- 
terview with Mr. Webster at his house on Monday 
morning. I stated my case to him fairly, though 
briefly, and asked him whether I could hope for redress 
in the civil court? He replied that my case was a very 
plain one, — that the Association had uttered a libel 
against me, — that such a clerical body was not known 
in law in Massachusetts, «— that they had no more legal 
light to place such a preamble and vote on their records 
than twelve men in a bar room would have to do a sim- 
ilar act, and were just as responsible to the law for it, — 
that I might sue them for slander collectively or indu 
viduallpj and that the law would sustain me in either 
course, — that when I had got through with one, I 
could take another, till all who originally voted to put 
them on record, or had since voted to retain them there, 
had suffered the penalty prescribed by law for such 
offences. He spoke particularly of the statute of limita- 
tions in relation to my case, that although that libellous 
vote was put on record in January, 1845, yet as I had 
received no official copy till May, 1849, the statute of 
limitations would not apply to the case till May, 1851, — 
that the law assumes that the man thus slandered is 
ignorant of it till he has a certified copy of the record 
which contains it, and that therefore as I had no legal 
knowledge of the existence of the slander till last May, 
I was not barred by any law from commencing a civil 
prosecution, till two years had elapsed from the date of 
the certificate sent me by the scribe. This is, in sub- 
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stance, what Mr. Webster said on the merits of my 
case. And as I arose to depart, having expre^ed my 
thanks, and been assured by him of a welcome with 
that indescribable smile, so peculiarly his own, the like 
of which I never saw before, and never expect to see 
again on any "human face divine," I then took my 
leave with the usual salutations ; and as he jreceived my 
hand he said, " permit me to give you one word of ad- 
vice, — if you should ever be placed in such circum- 
stances again, (which I hope will never be,) have noth- 
ing to do with an Ecclesiastical comiciL They are the 
last body of men on earth, however wise and honest, to 
sit in judgment in such a case. Their education, their 
habits, their profession, are all unfavorable to the exer- 
cise of that discrimination so essential to the right 
understanding, and thorough sifting, and safe applica- 
tion of human testimony." 

Shortly after my return firom Marshfield, I addressed 
the following letters to the Hon. Rufus Choate : — 

Boston, July 23, 1849. 
Hon. Rufus Choate : — 

My dear Sir, — In connection with this note, I send you my 
circular addressed to the members of the Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation. On reading it, you will at once perceive its nature and 
design. 

When Mr. Bartlett wrote you at Washington, requesting you 
to become my senior counsel, in my trial before the Municipal 
Court, you declined on account of certain circumstances which 
you did not specify. Presuming that there is nothing now ex- 
isting to prevent you from counselling me in private^ I send you 
this note, asking you to advise me, a poor, injured, oppressed, 
persecuted clergyman, what I can do, in my present position, 
to obtain my rights, which have been most unjustly wrested 
from me. 

I never lyceived till the second day of last May, any official 
notice of my expulsion from the Association. I -never once 
suspected that they had entered a vote on their records so 
totally false and libellous. But since I have been officially 
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informed of it, by having a certified copj put into my hand.', I 
bave been seeking its erasure. To accomplish that object, I 
sent them my circular. They have recently held a meeting to 
act on my application ; and a majority voted not to rescind, 
though I am told that a respectable minority were very urgent 
that the vote should be rescinded, because it was not true, and 
therefore doing me great injustice. I remonstrated both in per- 
son and by letter against their sitting in judgment on my case, 
and condemning me without permitting me to hear and answer 
for myself. But my remonstrance availed nothing with the 
majority. I was excluded ; and I left them solemnly protesting 
against such a procedure, as a violation of all law, human and 
divine. 

It seems that my impartial trial, and honorable acquittal, by 
the civil court, did not satisfy some of my ministerial brethren ; 
and tliey have therefore treated me ever since, just as though I 
had been pronounced guilty. They have thus set up their own 
opinion as paramount to the opinion of lawyers and judges 
and jurors. For this reason I now ask you, as one learned in 
the law, to counsel me as to what course I ought to take. I 
beg you, at least, to admit me to an interview with you, that I 
may verbally state to you my case more fully than I can do by 
writing. Your advice would be of great service to me. I do 
hope and believe that it is in your power, under Grod, to put me 
in the way of obtaining relief, and of restoring to me my just 
rights as a minister and as a citizen. God knows that I am 
innocent of the crimes for the imputation of which I have suf- 
fered so much ; and the laws of my country proclaim me inno- 
cent toa Verily I have, like Paul, " been in perils among 
faUe hrethreni* Respectfully, yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

P. S. — I will call on you within a few days, either at your 
house or office. J. H. F. 

Boston, July 27, 1849. 
Hon. Rufits Choate: — 

My dear Sir, — I want words to express my gratitude to you 
for die kind manner in which you treated me yesterday. 
Knowing that your time was precious, I did not say all that I 
wished to say. Excuse me for expressing a few additional 
thoughts on paper. 

As soon as Mr. Adan^s ascertains that I am making prepara- 
tion to obtain my rights by a legal prosecution, he will doubtless 
come to you for advice. It has occurred to me that a plain 
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Statement of the case by you woald conyince him that he is 
wi'oiig, and might induce him to do me justice, without com- 
pelling me to carry the matter to the civil court I have no 
wish to use the law in order to regain my rights. All I ask is 
that the Association rescind the vote on their records, because 
the professed reason of it is a fiction, and wholly untrue ; and, 
consequently, the retaining of it is a perpetuation of injustice 
towards me. ^ That vote, false in itself, is the only formal and 
official condemnation of me for the crimes of which I have 
been accused. No other record denies me any wonted ministe- 
rial standing. No verdict of a jury touches my character. 
No result of council affects my office." I am the regularly 
constituted pastor of a regularly constituted church. The ven- 
erable Dr. Woods of Andover, preached my installation ser- 
mon. He recently spent a Sabbath with me, and preached to 
my people both parts of the day. 

It seems to me that you might convince Mr. Adams that he 
cannot safely persist in treating me as he has done, on the 
ground of his impressions. He is welcome to his impressions; 
but he has no right to use them to injure my reputation as a 
man, and usefulness as a minister. He was not a witness in 
court, because he could testify to nothing but impressions. 
This he was permitted to do at Exeter, which doubtless led the 
council to come to such a result as they did ; but no such lib* 
erty was granted him in court. 

Do, my dear Sir, use your influence to have this matter set- 
tled without a resort to civil law. " Blessed are the peace- 
makers." I want nothing but a simple act of justice. Let 
them rescind that vote, and thus restore me to regular standing, 
and then I will inunediately ask for a letter of dismission and 
recommendation to the Wobum Association, or to some other. 
I have no wish to retain my connection with them a single day 
afler I am restored. I mention the Wobum Association, be- 
cause they have sent a unanimous vote to the Suffolk South 
Association, requesting them to rescind the vote b^ which I was 
excluded. This shows their opinion of me. 

I eaid a word to you yesterday about that disreputable dis- 
ease which Mr. Adams seems so desirous to fix upon me. 
Judge Warren told me that this stoiy came to his ears before 
he engaged to be my advocate, and that he went immediately to 
his friend Dr. Hay ward, to consult him on the subject, and that 
he was perfectly convinced of my innocence from what the 
doctor stated to him ; otherwise he would never have consented 
to defend me in court If Mr. Adams will take back such in- 
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einnatioiis, and cause that vote to be rescinded, he will hear 
nothing further from me. This will be to act in accordance 
with the law of right and justice. But if he refuses to do this, 
I see no way of obtaining my rights except bj an appeal to the 
laws of my country. This I shall do with great reluctance, 
and may God make use of you to prevent it. 

I send you with this the correspondence between Mr. Adams 
and myself. It would be unreasonable in me to expect you to 
read the whole of it But I do earnestly request you to read 
three pages, namely, the 38th, 4dd, and 44th. You will then 
have a bird's-eye view of the manner in which he has treated 
me. I also send you a copy of the preamble and vote of the 
Association, which I am seeking to have rescinded. 

1£ I have committed an impropriety in thus addressing you, 
let my peculiar position and my earnest desire to regain iny 
rights without litigation be my apology. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. FAiscniLD* 



CHAPTER XIX. 

Abotjt the time that I wrote the preceding letters to 
Mr. Choate, I addressed the following note to Rev. J. 
W. Alvord, then scribe of Suffolk South Association : — 

BoSTOH, Jaly 26, 1847. 
Rev. J. W. Alvord : — 

Dear Sir, — I would thank you to furnish me with a copy of 
the doings of the Association, in relation to my case, from the 
meeting which was held in the vestry of the Phillips Church in 
June or July, 1844, to the meeting of January 7th, 1845. I 
presume that you can have no objection to granting this re- 
quest, since you read them all to me by order of the Associa- 
tion, in your last meeting. I wish for the names of ail the 
members who were present at each meeting, — the names of 
the committee appointed at the meeting in your vestry, — the 
purpose for which they were appointed, — a copy of the letter 
sent by the Wobnm Association, and the disposition which was 
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made of that letter. I wish, particular^, for a fall and com- 
plete copy of the records of jour meeting in January 7, 1845. 
I hope that you will attend to this matter without any unneces- 
sary delay. If your engagements are such that you have not 
time to transcribe the records, I will readily save you the 
trouble by doing it myself in your study and in your presence. 
Please let me hear from you soon. 

Bespectfully yours, 

J. H. Faibchild* 

To this note Mr. Alvord replied as follows : — 

South Bostoh, July 26, 1849. 
To Mr. J. H. Fairchild : — 

Dear Sir, — Your note requesting a copy of the doings of 
the Suffolk South Association in relation to your case, from 
July, 1844, to January 7, 1845, is just received And in reply, 
while I have no private objections to your request, yet as scribe 
of ike Association, (and as I have before said to you,) I deem it 
inconsistent with my trust to put in circulation copies of their 
minutes without their consent. Your note will therefore be 
communicated to the body at their next meeting, and if so au- 
thorized, I will cheerfully furnish the papers which you desire. 

YourSy respectfully, 

J. W. Alvord. 

Mr. Choate either refused to take the course which I 
had requested him to take, or if he did, Dr. Adams 
would not heed him. I therefore directed my junior 
counsel, A. B. Ely, Esq., to cause a writ to be served 
on Dr. Adams the 2d day of October, 1849, and com- 
menced a suit for libel and slander, which was entered 
for action in the Supreme Court Shortly after this I 
received the subjoined note from Mr. Choate : — 

BOSTOH, October 15, 1849. 
Rev. Mb. FAmcniLD: — 

Sir, — Not having heard from you, I apprehend that my note 
of last week may have miscarried. 

I wrote then, and do now, to explun the position which I 
must occupy in relation to your suit against Mr. Adams. At the 
interview which you had with me at my office, I understood 
from you that you must enter a suit against the majority of the 
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Association for their recorded acts. It never occurred to me 
for a moment that my minister was to be singled out for this 
kind of proceeding, and that an accusation personal to him, — 
discriminating between him and the other members of the cleri- 
cal body with whom he acts, and of whom, in their conjoint 
capadtj, you led me to believe you proposed to complain, — 
was thought of. I was, therefore, greatly surprised and pained 
at finding him thus aimed at in what I hear is the nature of 
your action. 

I do not presume to censure your course. But I feel it to 
be proper to apprize you that^ wlule in a suit against the ma- 
jority of the A^ociation, for a joint official act, — the only one 
of which you gave me any hint, — I should have taken no part, 
yet in the d^ence of any suit against Mr. Adams alone and 
personally, I shall certainly act as his counsel. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

RuFUS Choatb. 

The following is my reply : — 

Boston, Oct 25, 1849. 
Hon. Ruptjs Choatb : — 

My dear Sir, — Your note of the 15th inst. has been re- 
ceived, and I have received no other. At the time of its arrival 
I was out of the city ; otherwise I should have answered it at 
an eariier date. 

I am not much surprised that you have consented to act as 
counsel for Mr. Adams; for while you assured me that you 
would not do so for any other member of the Association, yet 
you excepted him on the ground that he is your minister, in 
case he should insist upon it.. But you gave me reason to be- 
lieve that you should array yourself agunst me with great 
reluctance, even at his request 

But I will frankly tell you what does surprise me very much. 
It is the &ct mentioned in your note, that it never occurred to 
you for a moment that your minister was to be singled out for 
this kind of proceeding. Let me here state to you the sub- 
stance of our conversation. As soon as I entered your office 
you received me very kindly, and immediately on finishing a 
sentence which you were writing, you said to me that you had 
received my note, and that the only reason for declining acting 
as my counsel in the Municipal Court, was, that you expected 
Mr. Adams would be a witness against me, and that you did 
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not like to come in collision with joar minister. Bat 70a added 
that when you perceived he was not a witness, you very much 
regretted tliat you did not take my case. You also expressed 
the greatest astonishment that sensible men should give credit 
to such a witness as the girl who testified against me in court 

As my note to you contained the circular which I had ad- 
dressed to all the members of the Association, you of course 
saw the bearings of the case ; and you remarked that there 
were now still stronger reasons why you could not act as my 
counsel in the pending case, since Mr. Adams must necessarily 
be a party concerned. I then stated to you my interview with 
Mr. Webster, and his opinion of my case. To all his views I 
understood you to give your ready assent. I told you that I 
must select out Mr. Adams from the others, because I had 
against them only one county — that of libel; but against him I 
hsAtwOy — libel 9Xi6. dander. The libel w»8 the false vote on 
their records, — the slander was the gonorrhoea story which, I 
was told, he had been relating before the Association, at their 
last meeting. I assured you that he might, with as much truth, 
have accused me of all the crimes ever perpetrated by man. 
I told you that my wife's father was visiting me when the Asso- 
ciation voted not to rescind ; and that he, an eminently pious 
man, charged me to carry this matter into the civil court ; — 
that it was a duty which I owed to him as well as to his daugh- 
ter and grandchildren ; and that he would not excuse me if I 
declined doing it. I also assured you that my mind was fully 
made up ; — that I would not endure such treatment any longer ; 
— that if I were in the Presbyterian Church I could go from 
Presbytery to Synod, and from Synod to the General Assem- 
bly, and thus obtain my rights ; but that in the Congregational 
government I could go no further, and that I must now have 
recourse to the laws of my country. You replied that you did 
not blame me, and that you saw but one difficulty in my way, 
and that was the danger of finding on the juiy some personal 
friends of Mr. Adams, and that this might affect the amount of 
damages. I replied that money was not so much my object as 
the vindication of my character ; — that the facts as published 
in court, would be known by the people, and that they would be 
my jury. You suggested that the difficulty you had mentioned 
might be remedied by my removing into Dorchester, and having 
the trial in another county. To this I at once objected, be- 
cause it would not only be inconvenient to do so, but it would 
seem to say that I distnisted my fellow-citizens, and was afraid 
to be tried by them, which was not the case. To this you as- 
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sented, and thought, on the whole, that it would be best to have 
the trial in Boston. I told you that I was poor, and had no 
money to fee a lawyer, and asked you how it would do to let 
Mr. Ely plead my cause in court, and to state that he did it 
gratuitously, because he knew it to be founded in truth and 
righteousness, and ought to prevail in opposition to the ablest 
lawyers who might be employed and richly feed by the other 
party. You approved of my suggestion ; but added that, while 
you regarded Mr, Ely as an able man, and capable of doing 
justice to the subject, yet I need not be surprised if some one of 
our elder and most talented lawyers should offer his services 
without compensation ; for, you added, we have some able men 
at the bar who are not penurious. 

The next day afler this conversation, I sent you a second note, 
dated July 27, 1849, in which I mentioned Mr. Adams distinctly 
several times, and no one else. I also sent you at the same 
time, the correspondence between Mr. Adams and myself, and 
referred you to three pages which I wished you to read, as you 
would there have a bird's-eye view of the manner in which he 
had treated me. I also sent you a copy of the preamble and 
vote which I was seeking to have rescinded, expressing in the 
same letter my earnest desire to avoid litigation, and my hope 
that you would use your influence with Mr. Adams to induce 
him not to compel me to such a step. 

How you could say to me, in your note, after all this, that you 
were greatly surprised and pained at finding Mr. Adams aimed 
at, is a matter which I cannot explain. I do not, however, wish 
to complain of your course. God has hitherto delivered me, 
and I trust that he will yet deliver. It was only after trying 
every possible means in my power to obtain a simple act of jus- 
tice at the hands of Mr. Adams and others, that I felt compelled 
to appeal to the law, — and for that, I have your sanction. I am 
still anxious that the matter should be settled without the neces- 
sity of spreading it far and wide through the publicity of a legal 
trial in court But the other party must do me, at least, an ap- 
proximation towards justice. I am not vindictive ; but I have 
some rights. I am not a felon, ^ be dogged about at the pleas- 
ure of men devoid of sympathy and charity. If I thought it 
was in your power to induce Mr. Adams to do right, as his 
friend^ when I wrote you before, I of course think it is still 
more in your power to do so as his counsel And I feel confi- 
dent that after your strong expressions of sympathy in my be- 
hidf, and your unqualified assent to the justice of my cause, 
yoa will use your endeavors to induce Mr. Adams to assume, if 
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possible, the attitude of a Christian minister, and render to me, 
as I suggested in my note to jou, July 27, 1849, the right which 
he has so long and so causelessly withheld. I am sure it wiU 
be no fiuilt of yours if it is not done. 

It may be deemed proper that I should notify you that B. R. 
Curtisy Esq., is my senior counseL 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Faibchild. 

Mr. Curtis, as is well known, has sinoe been appoint- 
ed Judge on the bench of the supreme court of the Unit- 
ed States, than whom, by common consent, an abler 
jurist did not grace the learned bar of Suffolk. And 
when I consulted him, he gave me the same opinion as 
did Mr. Webster and Mr. Choate ; and after carefully 
examining into the merits of my case, he consented to 
argue it as my senior counsel. He hesitated for some 
time on account of the many previous engagements 
which seemed to demand all his attention. But when 
I stated to him what the slander in the writ was 
grounded on, he consented ; because he was Dr. Hay- 
ward's counsel, when he was compelled, at the instance 
of Deacon Drake, to give his deposition with regard to 
his attendance on me in 1833. Mr. Curtis, having 
heard all that Dr. Hayward had testified to, knew that 
the slander part of the action could very easily be sus* 
tained. 

Soon after it was announced in the papers that I had 
commenced the action against Dr. Adams, Bradford 
Sumner, Esq., sent me a note requesting me to call at 
his office. I did call ; but a very few words passed be- 
tween us, as may be inferred from the following letter. 

Boston, November S8, 184S. 
To Bradford Suhner, Esq.: — 

My dear Sir, — A few weeks ago I received a note from you 
requesting me to call at your office. On my oomplianoe with 
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joor request, yoo, as a friend to both parties, suggested that 
there was a better waj of settling mj difficulties with Mr. 
Adams than bj going to law. You did not then mention what 
that better way was ; but from jour note to Mr. EI7, it would 
seem that you had in view a reference. Now jou know that I 
am not pugnacious nor yindictiye ; but I must honestlj saj to 
you that a reference does not meet my approbation. I do not 
say poritivdy that I wiQ decline a reference ; but I shall coifsent 
to it with great reluctance, if al all. I feel as though no trial out 
of court could ever do me justice. It is perfectly easy for Mr. 
Adams to settle this matter without a trial in court or by refer- 
ence. If he is disposed to restore to me mj» just rights as a 
minister and as a citizen, which he has so long and so cause- 
lessly withheld, and to do me a simple act of justice, the way 
will then be open to settle our difficulties without any trial pul^- 
lic or private. But if he is not so disposed, then I think it best 
for the case to be decided in court. He knows that the vote on 
the records of the Association is false, which asserts that the 
council at Exeter had declared me guil^ of seduction, and adul- 
tery, and falsehood. And as to the gonorrhoea story, if I hare 
had that impure and loathsome disease, then it is a duty which 
he owes to the ministty, the church, and the world, to prove it 
in open court. But if I am innocent in this matter, (and God 
knows that I am,) then the same duty is equally incumbent on 
me, not to rest under such an imputation. I frequently hear of 
his having privately and confidentially mentioned the gonorrhoea 
story to justify his treatment of me, to those who doubted the 
propriety of his conduct. Ought not such persons to be unde- 
ceived ? And where can this be done so effectually as in a 
court of justice? 

BespectfuUy, yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Perhaps this vnll be as good a place as any other, in 
which to state the reason which Dr. Adams gave for 
what he called my failure in obtaining the services of 
Mr. Choate. The Rev. Mr. Buddington, then of Charles- 
town, made, in substance, the following statement in Dr. 
Adams's trial for libel and slander. He says that Dr. 
Adams, on a certain occasion, was conversing with him 
about the libel suit, and related a circumstance which 
Dr. Adams called ^ a providence of Grod." He told him 

18 
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that the reason why I lost the services of Mr. Choate 
was the stratagem by which I had sought to gain my 
point, or to use his own term — the "finesse'' which I 
had resorted to, was the occasion of giving Mr. Choate 
to him — that I had represented to Mi. Choate that my 
suit was to be brought against the Association coUec- 
tively and not against Dr. Adams personally^ and that 
therefore, Mr. Choate felt at liberty on account of this 
" finesse " resorted to by me, which " finesse " Providence 
had overruled, to his great advantage in allowing Mr. 
Choate to become his advocate without any breach of 
professional honor on his part toward^ me. Mr. Bud- 
dington further stated that Dr. Adams told him that I 
had a peculiar horror of having Mr. Choate show me up 
in court, and that I had a dream about it, and had tried 
to gain Mr. Choate as my counsel. Now the truth is, 
I never made any attempt to gain him as my counsel. 
I no more expected him to be my advocate than I did 
Mr. Webster, and I went to him from the same motive 
and for the same purpose that I went to Mr. Webster, 
as my correspondence with Mr. Choate clearly shows. 
I know that Mr. Clifford in his argument speaks as 
though I had applied to Mr. Choate for that purpose ; 
but he was mistaken. Neither did I ever have a dream 
fiUing me with horror at the thought of being shown up 
by Mr. Choate in court This probably is a fiction of 
Dr. Adams's own brain, or a dream which he himself 
had when wide awake. 
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CHAPTER XX, 

In the Cbngreg'aiionalist of January 25, 1850, a weekly 
leligions paper, the senior editor of which was, at that 
time. Dr. Edward Beecher, appeared a communication 
headed << Essex South Conference." Of this commu- 
nication Dr. Beecher was the author. He was deeply 
interested and personally concerned in the libel suit then 
pending against Dr. Adams, he having been one of the 
three who prepared the preamble and vote presented to 
tiie Association in January, 1845, and placed by them in 
their book of records. When that article appeared in the 
CongregationaKst the case had not then been submitted 
to a reference, and was therefore expected by Dr. Beecher 
to go before a jury. In that article there was a covert 
attack on me, not only mean in manner and tone, but 
without so much as the " shadow of a shade " of justifi- 
cation. It was evidently designed to affect public senti- 
ment, that the jury who should try the case might be 
more likely to render a verdict in favor of Dr. Adams, 
and indirectly in Dr. Beecher's favor. The paragraph 
to which I refer was reviewed by a gentleman residing 
more than twenty miles from Boston, which review he 
sent for publication in the Daily Mail; and I here insert 
both the paragraph and the review. 

^ The Suffolk South Association refused to try one of their own 
members, but referred the case to a council. On the ground of 
the decision of that council they excluded him. After his trial 
by a civil court his case ought to have been reviewed Yaj a coun- 
cfly but it was not done. The Association on principle refuses 



208 BBUAAKABLB INCIDENTS IN THB 

to do it, and will not act in his case because a proper reyision d 
it by a coancil has not opened the way." 

In the present state of the pending suit at law, we are sorry to 
be compelled to say a word about it, fitted in any way to affect 
the public mind or feeling ; but it is imperative that gross error, 
tending to rank injustice, be counteracted with the least possible 
delay, and as publicly as the circulation of such error. And we 
are fain to say, that so many bungling blunders, — so much con- 
tradiction and perversion of truth, — so much ambiguity of 
terms, — so much irrelevancy to the professed subject in hand, 
and, in a word, so much that is vicious, are seldom wrought into 
the compass of so short a paragraph by a cultivated mind intend- 
ing to be honest. 

Was it decent, we ask, to impose on the Christian public, as 
ecclesicutical aiUhority^ the doings of an Association whose ac- 
tion, instead of being stamped with the seal of time, and having 
settled down into an acknowledged precedent, had not even 
begun to receive so much as the acquiescence of the Christian 
public either at home or abroad ; but, on the contrary, is re- 
garded by so many learned and upright divines and civilians, 
as rotten from the egg ; and not only so, but, at the very mo- 
ment of its citation, is the subject of a libel suit for judicial 
redress in the highest court of the Commonwealth ? When the 
Congregationalist undertakes to settle one controversy by au- 
thority of another simultaneously so controverted, though its 
expedient be foolish and abortive, its folly, in such a case, is 
much more to be regretted by its friends, than laughed at by its 
enemies. 

But to understand fully the unworthiness of the paragraph 
in question, it is necessary, after viewing it as a whole, to sep- 
arate its elements and ascertain its composition ; and therefore 
we proceed to analyze and exhibit, part by part, this most 
remarkable specimen of editorial acuteness and ecclesiastical 
authority. It opens by the statement that ^ the Suffolk SotUk 
AssoeicUton refused to try one of their own tnembersy iui referred 
the case to a counciU* 

And whose application to try Mr. Fairchild did this waiy 
and scrupulous Association refuse f Had any member of it the 
greenness to propose such a trial f So it would seem by the 
terms of the above quotation ; and yet their utter incompetency 
to the act prayed for and refused is the first lesson in the honi- 
book of Congregationalism. A most magnanimous refusal of a 
clerical body who have not so much authorized jurisdiction as 
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over a church moasel How worthy of a solemn record in a 
prominent editorial of the Congregationalist, to enlighten this 
benighted age ! But the vastness of the obligation to gratitude 
is even greater than all this : for the same brief sentence in- 
forms the Christian world not only that the Association refuud 
to exercise jurisdiction over Mr. Fairchild, but that» instead of 
consenting to do so, they ^ referred the case to a coundly" — • 
yes, referred it I Aiid, really, what do these Babbies of the 
Congregationalist mean when they proclaim this referenced 
The public ought to understand their obligations as precisely as 
definite terms can explain them* 

We may not know quite so much about scholastic divinity or 
ecclesiastical order as our betters, or as we do about some more 
secular concerns ; and may, therefore, be excused for asking for 
light in this matter of reference. When we hear of referring a 
caee for trials we are accustomed to understand by the term 
reference^ either that- it is returned from one tribunal to 
another, or that by agreement of parties it is taken out of 
court, or otherwise submitted for decision, and award to referees 
mutually chosen by the parties at issue. Do the reverend doc- 
tors so understand the matter in the case cited as grave author- 
ity, and which the Suffolk South Sanhedrim so resolutely 
refuted to abjudicate, and were so prompt to refer to a council ? 

To our shortsightedness this does not look IDlc old-fashioned 
Congregaticmalism, if we may be allowed to have an opinion in 
such matters, or presume to doubt the infallibility of reverend 
divines. We had supposed that what is not a tnbunal, cannot 
refer or be referred to as such, and that a clerical association 
of Congregational ministers are as impotent to refer a case for 
trial to an ecclesiastical ooundl, as they are to exercise jurisdic- 
tion themselves. Or if the reverend editors mean by a refers 
eneej an arbitration by referees chosen by the parties, we will 
(mly say that we never heard till now of any such reference^ 
but have learned on credible authority that ih^ doings of the 
Suffolk South Association were deeds of darkness, and that 
when Mr. Fairchild learned, at a very late period, the false 
record which had been fabricated against his character, and 
sought from the Association a redress of the wrong, so far as 
was then possible, by the rescinding of that record, he was not 
allowed to come in as a party concerned, and hear what testi- 
mony or what objections his inveterate and vindictive enemies 
might urge to overrule his most reasonable request. Instead 
of granting such permission to be present and hear and answer 
for himself, though pleaded for as a privilege, and claimed as 

18 • 



210 REHARKABLB INCIDXNTS IN THB 

his right, and as due to the first principles and common senti- 
ment of justice, it was resolutely denied him either as a right or 
as a boon. Froward and pervei*8e, and with such evidence 
and conviction of the &beness of their record as set them about 
contriving a silly and shuffling evasion of its open shame and 
civil responsibility, did those reverend gentlemen, after strok- 
ing down their consciences, refuse to rescind their record, thus in 
eifect conspiring and resolving to preserve against him, what, 
till rescinded and erased, will never cease to rise up in judg- 
ment against themselves. 

As to the notion of a reference of Mr. Fairchild's case by the 
Association, afler their refuMol of a motion for a trial before 
them, in any proper sense of these terms in respect to trials of 
litigated cases, we need say but little more than that it is both 
preposterous and ridiculous. We make no pretensions to be 
much booked in cases or principles of canon law ; but if we 
have read correctly the simplest elementary principle t>f Con- 
gregationalism, the Suffolk South Association can in no emer- 
gency whatever, refer a case to an ecclesiastical council for ad- 
judication, or for advice in a question of discipline. They are 
ecclesiastically unknown and unoognizable. They cannot so 
much as be a party before an ecclesiastical council whether in a 
case of discipline or any other matter. Their existence, strictly 
speaking, is not even clerical, except to themselves, if that 
They neither have^ nor are subject Co, jurisdiction ; nor can 
they be ecclesiastically known in relation to it. They can, 
indeed, determine who may and who shall not be members of 
their club, and can at any time ooUectively abolish or individ- 
ually abandon their voluntary and irresponsible connection ; as 
also they can collectively determine when the membership of 
any one of their number shall cease, just as a ring of school- 
boys can determine who may and who shall not pky ^' hide and 
seek," in their circle ; but even their high-mightinesses have no 
more power to touch character by discipline or censure for 
alleged moral dereliction, or to refer a case to an ecclesiastical 
council for the trial of the humblest of their number, than they 
have to convoke the divan of the Grand Turk, or to direct the 
civil and military afiairs of the Czar of Russia. Their action 
in any way or manner in any matter of ecclesiastical discipline 
or censure, is abhorrent to the whole scope and genius of Con- 
gregationalism. 

But without staying any longer to animadvert on the use 
or abuse of terms, we proceed at once to the next statement of 
the paragraph of ^e reverend editors. It reads thus : *< On the 
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groand of the decision of that council thej excluded him." 
The gist of this statement, according to its natural and proper 
import is, that the exclusion of Mr. Fairchild bj the Suffolk 
South A^ociation, rested, not on the &ct that the council at 
Exeter came to some decision or other in his case, but on the 
substctnce and character of their decision or result. If such is 
not the intended meaning of the QmgregatianaUstj it is decep- 
tive and unintelligible* 

Unless we greatly mistake, the senior editor of that paper is 
a member of the Suffolk South Association, and has had more 
to do in the matter of its record than is commendable, or than 
will prove convenient to himself. If we are right in respect 
to the fact of his agency in that affair, he cannot be ignorant 
that our interpretation of his statement tiUlies with and is fully 
sustained by the record of his Association. In their preamble 
to the resolution of ejectment of Mr. Fairchild, they carefully 
profess to take the precise ground, and to set forth the very 
substance of the result of ooundl. They profess to make their 
act wholly dependent on the true and proper import of that 
result, and thus to vindicate their own act by such authority 
from the ooundL 

We say, so the Association carefully prof est in their pream- 
ble, and Uie last foregoing sentence quoted from the Oongregor 
UonaUU is doubtless intended as a virtual reiteration and vindi- 
cation of the import and substance of that unblest preamble. 
But has the senior editor of that paper yet to learn that the 
professed ground of that preamble is miry, — too loose and 
quaking to bear the burden which he and they ventured to put 
upon it? We have heard many g^ed and learned men of dif- 
ferent professional pursuits, and other men of dear and upright 
minds, express their opinion respecting the preamble and its 
dependent resolution ; but we have not yet been so lucky or 
luckless, as to ffnd a divided sentiment, or a doubt that the pre- 
amble finds no authority in the result of council ; but, on the 
contrary, the ready conviction that the preamble and its depen- 
dent resolution are together reprehensible. 

Perhaps, however, the senior editor of the Cangregaiionalist 
may have had a different experience. But if so, then we have 
only to say, that, therefore, he should have been the more con- 
tent to leave to the law and the testimony, the libel suit of Fair- 
child venus Adams, instead of contriving to affect public senti- 
ment in the case by citing, as grave ecclesiastical authority, the 
doings of an association who are yet waiting to ^d out whether 
they are not libellous and criminal, notwithstanding the cunning 
effort to scratch a little dirt over their own open offence. 
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But there are other matters somewhat more eceletia$iiealf 
which maj not be passed over in sOence ; and we now proceed 
to examine the next period in the paragraph under considera- 
tion, which is as follows : *' After his trial bj a civil court his 
case ought to have been reviewed bj a council, but it was not 
done/' Verily, we had not believed that in jbo bright a paper 
as the CongregajtionaUttj one spot of such pitch darkness could 
ever gloom its pages. But great men are not always wise even 
in their craftiness. 

Does the learned editor indeed mean that Mr. Fairchild, 
after being twice acquitted of the same offence — namely, once 
by the verdict of a jury, and once by a special and explicit pro- 
vision of a result of council — should, either in form or fact, be 
tried a third time, and that too to dear him from the effect of a 
resolution standing on nothing but sheer fiilsehood? That 
would be ^ three times and out,'' with a vengeance. 

And pray, reverend Sur, what council ot4^A< to hav^ reviewed 
his case? And who on earth should call it? Should it be 
mutual or ex parte f If mutual, who would be the parties ? 
Or if exparte^ who would that party be ? Should Mr. Fairchild 
call it ? And if so, for what use ? Should the church at Exeter 
call it ? That had ceased to be a party when Mr. Fairchild's 
connection with it was dissolved. We see but one party that 
could dream of such a necessity, or any possible object but to 
relieve the self-righteous Suffolk South Assodation of their in- 
fallible bull of excommunication. 

Does the reverend and learned editor mean that the old Ex- 
eter Council, whose provisional result acquitted Mr. Fairchild, 
ought to have reviewed his case after his acquittal by the jury ? 
Surely no council could act, for there were no parties to odl 
them. But the Exeter Council was dead, and left no remains 
for interment, dissolution, or resurrection. 

Or, do you say, Rev. Sir, that the Exeter Coundl should 
have adjourned to meet again, at some indefinite time there- 
after, on the verdict of acquittal by a jury, whose existence they 
could not know of? But this will never do. Possibly it might 
have been wise enough for the Suffolk South Association to 
have adjourned after they did know, on information from Mr. 
Fairchild, that he was about to submit his case to a jury. That 
probably would have been much wiser than their haste to ex- 
clude him from the Association by a false record. But, again, 
if the Exeter Council had no right to die just then, and if Con- 
gregational order required them to live over for the contingency 
of a jury trial, then was their result void, and the dependent 
action of the Suffolk South Association was also void, even 
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tiiough their preamble had been true instead of false. But 
there is still another objection, and fatal to the notion of the 
council's adjournment after the result on which is pretended to 
be based the ejectment of Mr. Fairchild by the Association* 
"Eren were we to leave out the consideration that a result in 
part is no result at all, but a misnomer and an abortion, there is 
a prmciple of Congregationalism of which the Fathers of the 
Fhitfonn were deeply considerate and tenacious, — the princi*- 
ple that councils always die in giving birth to a live result A 
two-7earK>ld or a yearling council they were jealous of with a 
godly jealousy, and would not abide it. To question that fun- 
damental principle would not at all become the senior editor of 
the Oongre^aHonaUsty if our understanding of matters is right 
side up. If we have not much misread the protest of the Bid- 
ing church, published in the appendix to the result of council at , 
Beading in 1846, by many imputed to the pen of the aforesaid 
learned editor himself, and certainly having his sanction, the 
principle is strenuously urged and defended that a council dies 
when its result begins to live, and that its own existence cannot 
be protracted to hang over, either for fear or favor, future and 
contingent issues of either party. By that instrument it seems 
to be made plain by authority of the Fathers as well as by good 
and substantial reasons, that the council at Exeter could not live 
to review the verdict of a jury ; and if not, what council could 
be called to review both that verdict and the result of its prede- 
cessor ? And why should any one, especially the senior editor 
of the Oongre^aHonalUtj affirm or imagine such a necessity? 
What would such a council do if called together ? There are 
but two possible or supposable things. They must either affirm 
or gainsay the verdict. Can they contradict it and declare a 
man guilty on partial evidence who has been acquitted by a 
jury on full evidence ? Can they destroy by a result what the 
jury have preserved by a verdict ? There is, then, but one only 
alternative, — and that the affirmation of the verdict. And 
who, on second thought, will be silly enough to call a council to 
do what it can neither help nor hinder ? Will not the learned 
editor review his own conclusion, instead of claiming that a 
council revise the verdict of a jury, or the result of its '* illus- 
trious predecessor.'' 

Patient reader, be of good cheer! The review of one brief 
sentence more will finish that unlucky little paragraph which, 
in an evil hour, ^ through the palpable obscure found out its J 

uncouth way " into so able and valuable a print as the Oongre* ^ 

iumaUiL That paragraph winds up with the following remark- 
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ably conscientious statement: ''The Association on principle 
refused to do it, and will not act in his case, because a proper 
revision of it by a council has not opened a way." ^ On Pbinci- 
pleI'^ doubtless. But what principle? The Vicar of Braj 
had one principle, and bui one ; and he stuck to it, back and 
forth, in his rapid changes from a Catholic to a Protestant, and 
from a Protestant to a Catholic, and so on ; and when charged 
with a want of principle, stoutly denied it, affirming that it was 
all '^ on prinetpU ; " for his principle was to be Vicar op Brat. 

If we interpret correctly the closing reason of the paragraph 
from the ChngregationalUt^ it is this, neither more nor less, 
allowing the editor of that paper to represent and speak for the 
Association, namely: ''If we have done Mr. Fairchild a wrong, 
however great, we will not so much as undertake to rectify it 
and do him justice, till an impossible event shall have taken 
place, — an event which, according to ecclesiastical order, should 
have taken place; but in vioUition of such order was not allowed 
to take place." If this is a true paraphrase of the Rev. editor's 
reason, it seems to be quite necessary for him to inform his 
readers that the Association act "cm principle.'* We very 
much doubt whether the discovery would have been nuide tiU 
after the pending trial in court, were it not for this timely and 
most luminous affirmation of the representatives of the Suffolk 
South Association. And pray, Mr. Editor, what sort of relig- 
ion invented such a reason ? Is it " according to the command- 
ment which ye had from the beginning ? " Came this golden 
rule from the Bible, or was it lately dug up out of the muck of 
Galifomia ? Perhaps even deeper than that I 

*^A council has not opened ^ way I** Indeed! But have 
truth and justice opened the way ? What a sad world for hon- 
esty, conscience, heart, and soul this overshadowed sphere would 
be, were it not for a council to open the way for truth and 
righteousness I Shut up to a necessity that knows no law, one 
would think that an honest Association would be a law unto 
themselves. Where there is a will, there is always a way, to 
do right ; and without a will, neither councils nor divine grace 
can avail to stop the current of iniquity. 

But did the Rev. editor of the OongregaHonailut remember to 
forget that Mr. Fairchild does not complain of the council ? — 
that it is the independent and absolute doing of the Association 
which he wishes the Association to undo ? He does not com- 
plain of dishonesty in the result of council ; but of the dis- 
honest record of the Association, ^-^ a record which was wholly 
their own, as well to unmake as make, and which required no 
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more honesty to conjure daum^ than contriTance to conjure up. 
If they think to hide the turpitude of their own fabification of 
truth behincTa dead and vanished council, and to justify inju^ 
tice, not their neighbor's, but their own, under the plea of an ir- 
relevant ecclesiastical omission of others, they may as well think 
of making a covenant with death, and an agreement with the 
grave to hide their consciences from the light of eternity 1 
Alas ! for acting ^ on principle,'' if such are its issues ; and alas ! 
for Congregational hber^, if character may be struck down by 
a clericfd blow in the dark, though shielded by council and jury, 
and then be trampled on from age to age by authority of a false 
record, till the slow waste of time shall obliterate the handwrit- 
ing of dishonesty. 

In conclusion, we have to express our extreme reluctance to 
do any thing which may look like interfering with an important 
case about to be tried before the highest tribunal known to our 
laws. Nor would we have published a word, except to counter- 
act an untimely and dangerous influence from the press, which, 
having begun the suit, has taken an occasion, or rather made a 
pretence of one, to warp the public mind, by the misstatement of 
both facts and principles. Where the tendency to final injus- 
tice is so direct and strong, it must be guarded against with the 
least possible delay. No caution from an upright bench, no 
force of testimony, nor dread solemnity of oaths, can set aside 
the bias which has once entered the sacred precincts of justice. 
This is reason enough for exposing at once the prejudicial eirors 
so authoritatively put forth by the Oongregationalxgi as reliable 
truths. Even this reason, cogent as it is, gathers strength from 
the consideration that implacable persecution has already had so 
long a run, — that, on the side of the oppressor, there is power, 
— and that, after exhausting all other means of redress, the 
complainant has at last called for justice at the hand of a tribu- 
nal established by the constitution and laws of this Common- 
wealth for the protection of property and life, and that reputa- 
tion which is dearer than both. But we desist. We feel above 
the need of apology for animadverting on what is so plainly jmd 
grossly wrong. If for a little while there may be different opin- 
ions <^ our course, time will harmonize public sentiment, and 
we feel no solicitude respecting its issue. 

A* CONaBSGATIONALIST. 
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CHAPTER XXI. 

Aboih: this time my counsel thought it best to renew 
the effort to get at the records of the Association, that 
they might know for certainty, all their doings in refer- 
ence to my case, as this information was not only my 
ight, but might have an important bearing on their fu- 
ture proceedings. Accordingly Mr. Ely addressed a 
note to the scribe, reminding him of his note to me 
dated July 11, in which he says, " that full copies of 
their votes will be forwarded to me as soon as the min- 
utes of the Association are corrected, so that he shall be 
able to make them out by authority of the Association." 
The scribe replied as follows : — 

South Boston, March 8, 1850. 
To A. B. Ely, Esq.: — 

Dear Sir, — Your note of the 7th instant came daly. I was 
about to forward the votes, etc. referred to in my communication 
of 11th of July, when I was instructed by the Association to 
withhold ail such documents until they were demanded under 
the requisitions of the courts before whom Mr. Fairchild has re- 
cently instituted a civil process against a member of the Associ- 
ation. This suiiequent ad of Mr. Fairchild, and the above in- 
struction, must release me from my engagement to do what ocA- 
ertpue would hare been but an ordinary duty. 
Yours, very respectfully, 

J. W. Alvord, 
Scribe of Suffolk South AuoeiaHan. 

Failing in this way of getting access to the records, 
to which both law and common justice gave me a per- 
fect right, Mr. Curtis advised that Mr. Alvord be sum- 
moned before two magistrates authorized by law to take 
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depositions. Accordingly a subpcena was duly issued 
to said Aivord summoning him to appear, on the 28th 
day of March, 1850, before Oliver Dimon and William 
E. Parmenter, Esquires, justices of the peace and counsel- 
lors-at-Iaw, directing him to bring the records and pa- 
pers of the Association relating to my case. Mr. Aivord 
appeared, but objected against testifying, and brought 
with him no records or papers. But the magistrates 
ordered him to testify as required, and the witness was 
sworn, under protest by him made. 

In the course of the examination, in reply to several 
interrogatories proposed by Mr. Ely, the witness refused 
to answer or to produce \he records, etc. referred to, on 
the ground that his answers would expose him to a criminal 
prosecution. The magistrates having decided that his 
answers would not, in their judgment, so expose him, 
ordered him to answer, and upon his refusal, committed 
him to custody. 

The witness, being brought before Judge Fletcher, His 
Honor ruled that the statute goes upon the ground that 
the testimony of the witness, and not the records in his 
possession, may be lost, and the right to obtain the j9^r- 
sonal testimony of the party, and not to obtain the records in 
his possession ; that there did not seem to be any ground 
to suppose there was danger by death or removal of los- 
ing Mr. Alvord's personal attendance at the time when 
the case should be tried in court, and that therefore the 
witness was entitled to his discharge. 

After the witness was sworn to tell the truths {he whole 
truths and nothing but the truths the magistrates proposed 
to him fifty-seven questions, a few of which I will now 
quote from the notes of Mr. Dimon, together with his 
answers. *^ Do you hold any office in the Suffolk South 
Association, so called ? I decline to answer, for the rei^ 

19 
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son that it might expose me to a criminal prosecution. 
Have you in your possession or control the records of 
said Association? I decline answering for the same 
reason. Do you not know that Rev. N. Adams is a 
member of said Association ? I do not know absolutely. 
I suppose he was a member at the last meeting." My 
counsel here put into his hands several letters and notes 
which he had written to me, and asked him if those let- 
ters were written by him ? He said, " he must respect- 
fully decline to answer the question, as the answer 
would constitute one link in a chain of evidence which 
would tend to expose him to a criminal prosecution." 
He was asked to produce the records of the Association 
prior to the date of his coming to Boston to reside. He 
said he could not produce them, as they might expose 
him to a criminal prosecution. He here asserts under 
oath that records made four years before he came to 
Boston, could not be produced without exposing him to 
a criminal prosecution! «One of the magistrates re- 
marked, that among all the witnesses he ever examined, 
he never knew one that equivocated like Mr. Alvord. 
At the close of this day's examination, which was Thurs- 
day, March 28th, it was vehemently urged by his coun- 
sel that the court would adjourn over till Monday in 
order to give the witness an opportunity to consult cer- 
tain members of the Association who would be in the 
pastor'^ meeting on Monday, suggesting the probability 
that the objections to his testifying might be pbviated ; 
or as it was expressed by Mr. Alvord himself, that cer- 
tain restrictions under which he considered himself as 
placed, might be removed by such consultation. The 
magistrates therefore adjourned the court till Wednes- 
day the 3d day of ApriL When the scribe was under 
examination again on Wednesday, he stated that he 
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was at the ministers' meeting on Monday, but that 
nothing was there said regarding his deposition. But 
when he was asked whether he had had any conversa- 
tion with Mr. Adams, he replied that he had. In an- 
swer to the question what that conversation was, he re- 
plied in these words : " I told Mr. Adams the objection 
which I made to answering the questions. He said he 
presumed that it was a proper objection. He remarked 
that he thought that my refusing' to testify would be a de- 
fence to him ! " I have quoted enough to let the reader 
see the nature and design of this strange transaction. 
It is evident, from this testimony, that the restrictions 
of which Mr. Alvord spoke on Thursday, and which he 
hoped would be removed on Monday, were laid on him 
by Dr. Adams, and that he would not consent to their 
removal Yes, Mr. Alvord was placed in this disgrace- 
ful position, and led to testify in this equivocating man- 
ner, " in defence of Dr. Adam^ ! " When I listened to 
the testimony of this witness, I could not help saying to 
myself that if I were detected in such swearing, it would 
not be long ere my enemies, with Dr. Adams at their 
head, would be calling on the council that installed me, 
to assemble forthwith to depose me. '^ But circumstan- 
ces alter cases." 

At the November term of the Supreme Court, 1850, 
my case was entered on the docket, and was declared 
by Mr. Curtis to be ready for trial. Soon after that, a 
proposition came from the opposing party for a refer- 
ence. And when Mr. Curtis made the fact known to 
me, I strongly objected. I told him that my friends 
would be dissatisfied if I did not take the case to a 
jury. A former parishioner of mine, who had been a 
good deal conversant with referee cases, made this re- 
mark to me: "If your case be a doubtful one, then you 
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may safely submit it to a reference ; but if your case be 
a good one, with the law and evidence on your side, 
then by all means let a jury decide it." But Mr. Cur- 
tis replied to my objections, by stating that the referees 
would of course be honorable gentlemen, and probably 
of the legal profession ; and as the law and the evi* 
dence were wholly on my side, I had nothing to fear, 
and that the case would be more speedily settled than 
if taken to a jury. He thought that I run little or no 
risk, except in the amount of damages, which he well 
knew from what I had often said to him, was of tri- 
fling importance compared with a speedy and final set- 
tlement of the cttse. And at last I consented to a refer- 
ence. And in thus consenting, I think the reader will 
see in what follows, (to use a phrase somewhat familiar 
with Dr. Adams,) "a providence of God," — quite as 
much so at least, as that my frightful dream and horrid 
dread of being shown up in court by his friend and 
parishioner, Mr. Choate, was the means, under God, of 
giving him the services of that honorable and eloquent 
counsellor. But in giving my consent to a reference, it 
was with the distinct understanding on my part, that 
/ none of the referees should be of the orthodox persua- 
sion, so that no one of them should, by possibility, be 
swayed by the question so naturally occurring to the 
mind, " What will best subserve the interests of the de- 
nomination?" My desire was that no sectarian or 
denominational influence should have any part or lot in 
the settlement of the matter ; but that three gentlemen 
of other denominations, noted for their sound judgment 
and strict integrity, should be selected for this service to 
bring in an award in accordance with the real merits of 
the case, without being influenced in their action any 
more by a rich clergyman with rich friends, than by a 
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poor clergyman with poor friends. Mr. Curtis remarked 
that in this matter I was right, and that I might rest 
assured of having such men on the reference. And 
Mr. Ely, my junior counsel, called on Mr. Hubbard, Dr. 
Adams's junior counsel, and told him on what condi- 
tion I was willing to refer the case; and Mr. Ely 
reported to me that Mr. Hubbard made no objection. 
The case was then taken out of court And the next 
step was to select the referees. But the other party 
^would never give us any names but those of orthodox 
lawyers, with one single exception, — Professor Green- 
leaf, — and whom we readily accepted, but who de- 
clined the service. We gave them Judge Williams of 
this city, a gentleman admitted, I believe, by universal 
consent, to be one of the most upright, clear-minded, 
incorruptible, and best qualified men to sit on a case of 
reference, of any in Boston. But he was at once re- 
jected. We then gave them Judge Morton of Taun- 
ton. But he was objected to, because, as it was stated, 
that some fifteen or twenty years ago he had some diffi- 
culty with an orthodox clergyman. We gave them 
Professor Parsons of Cambridge College, the Hon. John 
Beed, late lieutenant-governor of the Commonwealth, 
and I think the Hon. Samuel A. Eliot of Boston, and 
many others, whose names I do not remember. But 
they were all rejected At last the reference was made 
up as it was, of three very honorable gentlemen, I 
admit, but not infallible, as I think the reader will see 
by the time he has finished my book. These gentlemen 
were Hon. Samuel Hoar of Concord, Hon. Linus 
Child of Lowell, and Hon. B. A. Chapman of Spring- 
field, two of them being of the orthodox persuasion, 
and with neither of them had I the least previous ac- 
quaintance, though I am told it was quite otherwise 
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with my opponent. And I consented to the reference, 
not even dreaming that three learned gentlemen of the 
legal profession, could declare that to be law which the 
ablest jurists in the State, not to say United States, had 
assured me was not law. As the law of Christian 
equity and righteousness had proved ineffectual to the 
recovery of my rights so unjustly wrested from me, I 
was compelled, as my last and only resort, to try the 
efficacy of civil law, not even suspecting that by sub- 
mitting the case to a reference, I should cut myself off 
from the protection of that very law on which I had 
placed my chief reliance, and which such able jurists 
had assured me could not fail. 

Tuesday, the 24th of June, was the day appointed 
for the trial in the court house in Boston. A week or 
ten days before the time arrived, Mr. Curtis sent me a 
note informing me that his health was so feeble and his 
strength so prostrated, by his exhausting efforts in a 
protracted trial in the Circuit Court, that he could not 
argue my case, unless I would wait for him to recruit, 
and that he was going to leave the city that very day 
for the purpose of rest and recovery. 'As the referees 
had already appointed the day for trial, and the wit- 
nesses were in part summoned, I was obliged to relin- 
quish his services, which I did with great reluctance, 
and to seek another counsellor. And I found an able 
one in the attorney-general, Clifford, since governor of 
the Commonwealth,, as every intelligent man must 
admit, who either heard his argument, or has since read 
it, or shall yet read it, as most of it he will find in a 
future chapter. But he did not consent to take my 
case till he had spent some hours with Mr. Curtis, that 
he might ascertcdn his views of the subject. 

On Tuesday, at 10 o'clock, the referees w^e seated 
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on the judge's bench, and the case was opened by Mr. 
Ely. In defence of his client Mr. Choate set up the 
plea of privilege; and that he might induce the referees 
the more readily to admit the plea, he must show that 
Dr. Adams had probable cause for saying and doing 
what was charged upon him in the writ. To accom- 
plbh this purpose, he proposed to introduce the David- 
son story, on which I had been tried and honorably 
acquitted years ago by a most thorough and sifting 
trial in that very court house. To this course Mr. 
Clifford strongly objected, on the ground that the case 
had been adjudicated and settled long ago, by a verdict 
of not guiUpy and that it was altogether un&ir to bring 
up that matter, certainly not without giving us previous 
notice, that we might be prepared with rebutting testi- 
mony. But Mr. Choate argued that a verdict of not 
guilty often meant nothing more than an acquittal from 
legal guilt, while moral guilt still remained, and that 
clergymen, who had the honor and purity of the church 
and ministry in their keeping, were not bound to regard 
an acquittal by a jury as any convincing evidence of a 
man's moral innocence. Mr. Cliiford then proposed to 
show the referees, by the testimony of Mr. Greorge W. 
Bond, one of the jurymen who sat on my case, that I 
was acquitted on the testimony ^ and not on any techni' 
calUies of the law. But Mr. Choate objected to Mr. 
Bond's being admitted to testify; and finally, rather 
than have him testify, he admitted what we were going 
to prove by Mr. Bond. In his argument, however, Mr. 
Choate evidently forgot this admission. But he pre- 
vailed with the referees to give him liberty to go over 
that old disgusting story again. And when the referees 
gave him that liberty I felt that I had made a great 
mistake in consenting to a reference ; for though the 
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gentlemen are undoubtedly honest and intelligent men, 
yet I was fearftd that they were looking at this subject 
through the medium of prejudice. But keeping in mind 
the confident assurance which Mr. Webster and Mr. 
Curtis had given me, I could not believe that I was in 
danger of losing the case. I do not know what Mr. 
Choate would or could have done, if the referees had 
not allowed him to resuscitate that story, which had 
been dead and buried for six years; for even his prolific 
genius could find nothing new against me. 

I shall take but little notice of, and make but few 
comments on, the testimony introduced during the 
trial, choosing rather, in order to avoid needless repeti- 
tion, to refer the reader for information on that point, 
to the argument of Mr. Clifford. There are, however, 
two or three ^< remarkable incidents" which occurred 
during the trial, requiring special notice from me. 

The correfi(pondence between Mr. Adams and myself, 
published in 1846, and which has already been referred 
to, was brought before the referees, and an attempt was 
made by the counsel of Dr. Adams, doubtiess at his 
suggestion, to turn it to my injury, especially the closing 
part of it, in which the committee of my church are 
represented as speaking of me in high terms of com- 
mendation. Dr. Adams seems to have taken it for 
granted that I was the author of that portion of the 
pamphlet, and that to prove the authorship on me, 
would show that I was an unscrupulous and vain man, 
to pen and publish expressions so laudatory of myself. 
And when Mr. Calvin Walton, the derk of my church 
and one of the committee who was appointed to add 
notes to the correspondence, was on the stand, Mr. 
Adams's counsel wished to ascertain fix)m him whether 
I was not the writer of the last page. Mr. Walton, 
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without hesitation, acknowledged that he was the au- 
thor. And verily it was so. I never penned a word, 
nor attempted any dictation about the matter. And as 
Mr. Walton has since deceased, and as he was an un- 
wavering and useful firiend of mine to the last, I must 
be permitted here, out of respect to his memory, and as 
a public testimony of my gratitude for his services, to 
quote the closing part of the correspondence, which Dr. 
Adams expected to show the referees was written by 
me. 

We have never yet seen any thing to impair our confidence 
in Mr. Fairchild, whom we have long known and esteemed. 
We have ever loved him for the uniform kindness and goodness 
of his heart, — confided in him as a neighbor and friend, — and 
we still honor and respect him as a minister of the gospel and 
an exemplary Christian, with an ardor undiminished, and a 
constancy unchanged. In the midst of his late severe trials 
and persecutions, when summer friends deserted him, and 
avowed enemies exulted in his supposed downfall, our confi- 
dence in his integrity was undiminished. And when the dark 
doud which gathered around him and threatened to overwhelm 
him, cleared away, a thrill of gladness vibrated through our 
hearts, known only to those who have been restored to friends 
supposed to be dead, yet found to be alive again. We clearly 
saw that no guilt had been proved against him, and therefore 
felt bound to regard him as innocent, wondering how any hu- 
man creature could have a heart to add another grain to his 
load of suffering, or inflict one fresh wound upon his wife and 
children. We deem him one of the most injured and persecuted 
clergymen which the history of this country can furnish. He 
has truly been hunted ^ like a partridge upon the mountains ; " 
and this, too, chiefly by the professors of Christianity, which 
everywhere enjoins charity, kindness, and forbearance ; and all 
because he wUl not acknowledge himself guilty of crimes which 
he never committed, and make ^ a confession to justify the opin- 
ions and conduct of those" who saw fit to accuse him, and who 
seem to act as if they thought that his destruction was neces- 
sary to their sahaiian. 

But, thank Grod, he still lives and is again restored to us, and 
laboring among us with his former faithfulness and success; 
and we shall still cluster around him and sustain him *^ through 
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evil report and good report." Sink or swim, — oome weal or 
come woe, we pledge ourselves to cleave unto him, — "his 
people shall be our people, and his God our God." A kind 
Providence blessing us, neither he nor his family shall suffer 
from cold, or hunger, or nakedness. True, we are not rich ; 
but we will do what we can. And we believe that there are 
sympathizing men and women of ample means and generous 
hearts, who will gladly supply our deficiencies. Here have we 
fixed our abodes in this world, — here have we erected our 
family altars ; and with the broad »gis of the law around us, 
we would worship the God of our fisithers in^ quietness and 
peace. Many of us were, through the instrumentality of Mr. 
Fairchild, aroused to a sense of our guilt as sinners, and were 
pointed by him to ^ the Lamb of God that taketh away the 
sins of the world ; " and we still love to listen to the words of 
truth as they fall from his lips. It calls fresh to our minds 
scenes of joy that are past, and on which memoiy loves to 
dwelL 

When Mr. Ebenezer Hayward, another of the com- 
mittee, was on the stand, Mr. Adams's counsel ques- 
tioned him as to the author of the notes in the corre- 
spondence. Mr. Hayward replied that "he did not 
know the author or authors of them all; but he did 
know that Mr. Fairchild wrote the note commenting on 
a passage which Mr. Adams had quoted firom the book 
of Job, in a letter to Mr. Fairchild." As the authorship 
of that note was thus put on me, and as I have uniformly 
made it a point to own up, when justly accused, I will 
here insert that note. Mr. Adams, in his letter to me 
dated April 10, 1846, after exhorting me, if innocent, 
to "maintain an humble, quiet, steady course of labor 
for the good of souls, and leave myself to God," im- 
mediately quotes the following text from Job: — "For 
remember, I pray thee, who ever perished, being inno- 
cent, or where were the righteous cut off? " On this I 
commented as follows : — 

Does Mr. Adams mean to say that the innocent have never 
perished, and that the righteous were never cut off? It is io- 
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deed true that tlie innocent have neyer perished, and the right- 
eous were never cut off, if those who cut them off and caused 
them to perish are suitable judges in the case ; for they never 
deem their victims either innocent or righteous, but always 
wicked and guilty. Were not Christ, and his apostles, and a 
multitude of martyrs, "of whom the world was not worthy," 
innocent and righteous ? And yet they were cut off. And in 
later times, has not many a man been imprisoned and even exe- 
cuted upon the gallows, who was entirely innocent of the crimes 
for which he suffered ? 

But we thank Mr. Adams for this quotation. It was taken 
from the book of Job ; and we should like to turn his attention 
to some things in Job's history as bearing a strong resemblance 
to some things in Mr. Fairchild's. It seems that Job had three 
friends who came to sympathize with him in his troubles ; which 
reminds us of Mr. Fairchild's three friends who went to Exe- 
ter. Job's friends " sat down with him seven days and seven 
nights, and none spake a word unto him ; for they saw that his 
grief was great" But the council at Exeter had hardly been 
in session seven mtntUes, before one of Mr. Fairchild's friends 
told them in effect, " that if they did not put him down, he would 
be a mill-stone about their necks." The friends of Job had pre- 
viously made up their minds against him. Before they went to 
sympathize with him, they believed him a hypocrite, and guilty 
of the most " consummate wickedness," just as did Mr. Fair- 
child's friends. The first who spake, after their long silence, 
was Eliphaz the Temanite, in the language quoted by Mr. 
Adams, " Remember, I pray thee, who ever perished, being in- 
nocent? or where were the righteous cut off?" We will add 
another quotation from his speech; for he was evidently "testify- 
ing to his impressions." " They that plough iniquity and sow 
-wickedness, reap the same. By the blast of God they perish, 
and by the breath of his nostrils they are consumed." Thus 
we see how the mind of Eliphaz was warped by his previous 
presumption of Job's guilt. Then Bildad the Shuite addresses 
him in much the same strain. He tells him that "he is a hypo- 
crite " — that " his hope shall be cut off," — and that " his trust 
shall be a spider's web." Then stood up Zophar the Naamath- 
ite and said, " Should not a multitude of words be answered ? 
and should a man full of talk be justified ? Should thy lies 
make men hold their peace ? know thou that God exacteth of 
thee less than thine iniquity deserveth." 

No wonder that poor Job, in the presence of such friends, 
appeared strange, and made an unfavorable impression on their 



228 RKBCABKABLE INCIDENTS IN THH 

minds. He knew that he was not the man they took him to be. 
But all his solemn asseverations of innocence did not ** remove 
their first impressions." At first he was as meek as a lamb, 
and as plaintive as a dove. But at length he grew restive and 
impatient mider their fidse charges and pious cant, and ad- 
dressed them in language so indignant and sarcastic, as made 
them quake and quail, and blush for very shame. He exclaims, 
^My brethren have dealt deceitfully as a brook, and as the 
stream of brooks they pass away. Ye dig a pit for your friend. 
Ye are forgers of lies. No doubt ye are the people, and wis- 
dom shall die with you. But I have understanding as well as 
you. I am not inferior to you. Miserable comforters are ye 
alL If your soul were in my souFs stead, I would heap up 
words against you, and shake my head at you. Suffer me that 
I niay speak ; and after that I have spoken, — mock on." What 
withering irony I What biting sarcasm ! 

Now Mr. Adams thinks that Mr. Furchild cannot be a good 
man because he has shown such a spirit and temper in his writr 
ings. But would he cast Job out of the pale of his charity, 
because he exhibited such a spirit and temper when replying to 
hd sympathizing firiends ? 



CHAPTER^XXII. 

Mt committee, in their notes, took occasion to speak 
of the frequency with which they had seen it announced 
in the papers about that time that Dr. Adams had de- 
livered several charges at the ordination and installation 
of clergymen. This fact suggested to the mind of Mr. 
Walton the idea of writing such a charge as Dr. Adams 
aug/U to give to the next candidate for ordination, if his 
treatment of me was in accordance with the require- 
ments of the gospel, which charge he did make and 
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publish. And as the authorship of that charge has 
been put upon me by the friends of Dr. Adams, in the 
preparation of which I had no hand, and knew not that 
such a matter was in contemplation, till Mr. Walton 
read to me the manuscript, I will here insert it, as a 
specimen of his power in exhibiting truth in expressions 
of irony and sarcasm seldom equalled, — a power to 
which I make no pretensions. 

CHABQE TO A PASTOR. 

Suggested on reading the recent correspondence between the Bev. Messrs. 
Adams and Fairchild. 

Mt dear Brother, — The experience of those who have 
gone before you, and who are your elders in the ministry, should 
not be lightly regarded, and to one point of great moment, and 
on which my own experience has of late been extensive, I 
would urge your particular attention. That point is no less 
than the purity of the ministry. Men are licentious. Ministers 
of the gospel are not perfect, and I grieve to say, that of late, 
many whom the world called good and great, and who have 
heretofore enjoyed the confidence of the churches, have fal- 
len, — ^fallen like Lucifer from heaven," causing great scandal 
to the sacred cause in which we are engaged. Guard, therefore, 
the purity of the ministry as the apple of your eye. Should, 
at any time, a brother clergyman in whom you have confidence, 
be accused of licentiousness, no matter by whom, even by one 
whose whole life has been steeped in infamy, one who is all over 
festering with pollution, lend a willing ear to the scandal ; leave 
no stone unturned to ferret out the truth, and be extremely 
carefiil to take counsel with the enemies of your brother ; for 
enemies are quickscented in searching out the faults of those 
they would seek to injure ; and in employing such, you run no 
risk of their endeavoring to gloss over his faults, but on the 
contrary, they will magnify his well meant, but unguarded 
actions aod expressions, into sins of the deepest dye. Obey, by 
all means, the Scripture injunction, ^ Tell your brother his fault 
between you and him alone," and should your brother be driven 
to the borders of derangement, on account of the enormity of the 
crime with which he is charged; if you discover anything in his 
manner or conversation that does not correspond with your pre- 
conceived ideas of the manner in which an innocent man should 
act and converse ; or if you see or hear any t^ng that gives 
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jou an in^»res8ian that he is guilty, let your imprettumi he like 
oonfirmations, *^ strong as proo& from Holy Writ," for a man may 
** look like the innocent flower, yet be the serpent ander it" 

Having received a deep impression of yoor brother's gnilt, 
your duty is plain* It is a duty you owe to the ministry, and 
to the purity of the church, to pursue that brother with an 
earnestness that knows no abatement You are to shut your 
eyes to all evidence of his purity, for if you once admit the pos- 
sibility of his innocence, the immaculateness of your own judg- 
ment would be in jeopardy, and you would be compelled to 
make the always mortifying admission, that you had formed a 
hasty conclusion without duly weighing the evidence. 

Should your accused brother be called before a council of his 
peers, to inquire into the charges against him, then neglect not 
to appear, and in the most solemn manner testify to your 
impressions^ particularly if any of the members sympathize 
with him on account of his former good standing and useful- 
ness ; and doubtless your solemn manner and pious tones will 
confirm the wavering and convince the doubting; they will 
imagine that thoxe is something more than appears upon the 
surface, something dreadful hereafter to be disclosed. If you 
pursue this truly honest course, your influence will be astonish- 
ing, and hereafter, no one accused, be he innocent or guilty, 
wUl have the hardihood to appear before a council where you 
are to testify, and in this manner all whose purity is suspected 
will be effectually silenced. 

Be particular, in order to impress your accused brother that 
you are his warm friend, to sympathize with him and his fam- 
ily, exhorting him never to despond, assuring hio^i that if inno- 
cent, the Lord will open a path for his escape ; soothing him 
with the reflection that the Great Ruler of the universe will 
never forsake those who put their trust in him ; that he will 
yet overcome his enemies and tread upon their high places ; 
that although his enemies may appear for a season to triumph, 
yet ** He who doeth all things well," will yet bring him forth from 
the furnace of affliction *< as gold seven times purifledi" 

Having gone thus far, it may so occur, that your brethren in 
the council may not all be so fully persuaded of his guilt as yon 
are, and may not, afler all, condemn him. In that case your 
position would be extremely awkward. And as innocent men, 
under trying circumstances, have been known to confess crimes 
of which they were not guilty, write him an artful letter, urging 
him to oonress; throw out such inducements as will residily 
suggest themselves to a man of shrewdness ; and if he con- 
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fesses, though innocent as the angek in heaven, jour popularity 
will be certain ; you will be honored as an instrument in saving 
the church from the foul reproach of having connived at sin, 
and countenanced iniquity in high places. 

Should the council recommend him to appeal to the laws of 
his country, where a competent power exists to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and elicit all the truth ; and should your 
brother, on account of the deep conspiracy arrayed against him, 
or from any other cause, be fearful to meet his accusers face to 
fiice, your next most prudent course would be to manifest a 
strong desire that your accused brother may be found mnocent ; 
and to make your apparent hopes appear sincere, get some 
friend to urge him by all means to come to a trial ; promising 
as an inducement, that whenever. pronounced not guilty by a 
jury of his countrymen, you will most cordially receive him 
into fellowship, and joyfully be the first to welcome him to your 
pulpit But if, upon his trial, it should appear as clear as the 
8un at noonday, that he is innocent of the crime charged 
against him, that an infamous plot, conceived in the minds of 
his avowed and bitter enemies had been laid to destroy him, ^- 
gO not near him; tell the world that your strong impremon$ 
of his guilt still remain ; that courts and juries are human and 
consequently liable to err ; and that you cannot conceive it pos* 
sible that a man, appearing as he did when denying his guilt, 
can be innocent ; that no innocent man would pay hush money 
to a false accuser, and that time will yet develop something 
that will convince every unprejudiced mmd that he is guilty of 
a longer and bkicker catalogue of crimes than the most abject 
wretch that walks the streets. 

If his friends, Tfor he may have warm friends still, who sym« 
pathize with him,) desire his resettlement in the ministry, your 
duty will be to prevent it if possible ; for this purpose you will 
do well to oppose their organization into a church, should they 
desire it, which in all probability they may; and no matter 
how uncongregational it may appear, (for Congregationalism is 
a mere institution of men, and of minor consequence,) you may 
ask them if they intend <^ing this obnoxious brother as their 
minister. If the question is objected to, as out of order, no 
matter ; oppose their organization into a church ; vote against 
it, and yon will have absolved yourself from any participation in 
the matter. 

In the event that your brethren in the ministry should be so 
lost to deference to your opinion as to organize the church, con- 
gratulate yourself on your foresight, and leave no effort untried 
to throw obstacles in their progress. 
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After the obnoxious church has been formed, their next step 
will be to have him installed as their pastor. This jou must 
oppose by all possible means. For tiiis purpose busy your- 
self in endeavormg to prcTent his instalment ; and here your 
utmost foresight, cunning, and shrewdness, will be called in 
requisition. Throw out an insinuation that the instalment will 
ncTer take place, get up a remonstrance, and go from one cler^ 
gyman to another to procure signatures. Or, if you would not 
appear to take a too active part in the business, get the assist- 
ance of some sworn enemy to the suspected brother, who will 
doubtless do the running for you with swift and willing feet ; 
and no doubt by this means you will be able to attain an array 
of names sufficiently imposing. If even tbis should fail, and 
the installation proceed, it will be something gained. You will 
have as many as sign the remonstrance to countenance you in 
your proceeding. 

After the minister is installed, and the church is going on 
harmoniously, give no rest to the soles of your feet, till you 
have exhausted every possible means to throw obstacles in 
their path. If any members in your church should in an orderly 
manner seek a removal to the obnoxious church, you, as a 
watchful guardian of their consciences, must be sure to make 
every possible objection ; for if your church should give a letter 
in the usual form, it will be construed into an acknowledgment 
of the good stan<Ung of the clergyman, and regular standing of 
the church, which is by all means to be avoided. To accom- 
plish your object, it might be advisable to institute a scrutinizing 
investigation of the chu^u^ter of their pastor ; and should he be 
a man advanced in life, and had difficulties in phices where he 
has previously labored, difficulties which occurred many years 
ago, with the obscurity of time hanging about them, ferret them 
out, — write letters from Maine to Georgia ; compass sea and 
land to obtain somewhat against him. If any should suggest 
that such a course would harrow up the feelings of his family 
and friends, never mind, leave such weakness to women and 
children. What has inflexible duty to do with sympathy? 
Acquit yourself like a man, and if, in so doing, you only injure 
yourself, and are left standing alone ; still there is something 
grand and glorious in becoming a martyr to truth and uncom- 
promising justice. Amen. 

I hope my reader will excuse me for what may seem 
to him a digression, and now return with me to the 
court room, to witness another '^ remarkable incident" 
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in the testimony there introduced to destroy m^. After 
the trial had been progressing till near the close of the 
third day, Mr. Hubbard said to Mr. Clifford that he had 
several anonymous letters in a disguised hand, addressed 
to Mr. Adams and others, which he proposed to intro- 
duce into the case. Why he delayed their introduction 
to that late hour, is a matter best known to himself. I 
cannot, however, avoid the suspicion that he kept them 
back from a consciousness that his knowledge of my 
handwriting would not justify him in the attempt to 
have them sworn on me. But as nothing new could 
be brought against me, he at length ventured to intro- 
duce them, doubtless hoping that they would be suffi- 
cient to show the referees that the author of such 
indelicate letters, especially the one to Dr. Adams, was 
not a fit person to teach morality and religion to man- 
kind. He told Mr. Clifford that certain experts were 
ready to swear those letters on me as the writer. As 
he said he had no wish to take Mr. Clifford unawares, 
he offered to let him see the letters if he chose. And so 
Mr. Hubbard promised to take them to Mr. Clifford's 
room at the Tremont House that evening; and Mr. 
Ely and myself were requested to be present Mr. Hub- 
bard brought in the letters and laid them on the table, 
and immediately withdrew. 

As soon as Mr. Clifford had opened the letters, and 
spread them out, I recognized in a moment that they 
were in the handwriting of Rev. E. G. Wells, an aged 
and eccentric clergyman, who had written me some 
years before, two or three letters on business from Ktts- 
burg, and that there was not the least attempt at dis- 
guisement The handwriting was so peculiar, that no 
one who had seen it once would be likely ever to mis- 
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take it afterwards.* Mr. Wells had a son then residing 
in Boston, on whom I called the next morning, and 

* That the reader may^ see the atriUng diMimflarity between the two hands, 
the accompanying fat^mmUtM are presented as fair specimens. It would have 
been gratifying to present a fao-smile of one of the letters produced in court; 
but as those letters were withdrawn from the case and taken care of b;^ Dr. 
Adams, they are beyond my oontroL I hare given the following specimen 
of the nandfwriting of Mr. Wells contained in a note from hnn which I hap- 
pened to hare in my possession. That the reader misht see at once the little 
resemblance of the two hands, I copied with my own nand^ the note from Mr. 
Wells; but as the lithographer had not time to complete his work before the 
printers needed it, the bst three words ai« wanting. 
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told him what Mr. Hubbard was about attempting to 
accomplish « by means of his father's letters. He in- 
formed me that his father was in Philadelphia, and that 
he had recently received two or three letters from him, 
which, at my request, he took to Mr. Clifford's room. 
And when they were opened and placed on the table 
by the side of the anonymous letters, there could be no 
mistake as to the writer. Now there was no harm in 
the bare fact of having written anonymous letters. It 
was the character and design of the letters which the 
opposing counsel meant to use to my injury. And one 
of the letters addressed to Mr. Adams was such a speci- 
men of indignant rebuke expressed in no very delicate 
or courteous terms, as might well cause him to blush 
for shame at his fraudulent attempts to fasten on me 
the guilt of having contracted by my vices, an infamous 
disease, — and such a specimen, too, of low and vulgar 
wit, as would have given Mr. Choate a fine opportunity, 
which he would doubtless have improved, to show the 
referees how preposterous, — how demoralizing, — how 
shocking, — how abhorrent to the pious feelings of all 
good men and good women, that a man should be 
allowed to preach the pure gospel, whose thoughts ran 
in such an impure and filthy channel! And so Mr. 
Hubbard brought forward the letters, and Messrs. Grould 
and Smith, two professed experts, were placed upon the 
stand to swear them upon me, notwithstanding Mr. 
Clifford had given them previous assurance, and also 
Mr. Hubbard, that he could control those letters, and 
show clearly that they were in no sense mine. But his 
words seemed to them as idle tales, and they believed 
him not These experts were on the stand for hours, 
having in their hand an acknowledged letter of mine, 
and comparing it with the anonymous letters, pointing 
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out the similarity between mine and theirs, comparing 
every letter in the alphabet from A to Z, expressing 
their frill belief that one hand, and that hand mine, had 
written them all. Mr. Wells, having been summoned 
by telegraphic despatch from Philadelphia, had arrived in 
season to give his testimony. And just as the referees 
had admitted the anonymous letters into the case, Mr. 
Wells was summoned on the stand to give rebutting 
testimony. And as his manner of testifying will show 
the resd&t the peculiarities of the man, I will here give 
as much of his testimony as is needful, in his own 
words. Mr. Ely having put the letters into his hand, 
proceeded to question him, as to his knowledge of the 
letters and their author. He replied in these words: 
^ May it please your honors, to use a term very familiar 
in relation to this case, I acknowledge the paternity of 
these letters without any aid from man, woman, or 
child." When Mr. Hubbard asked him, in his cross- 
examination, whether he had not consulted me on the 
subject, and received from me assistance or advice, he 
said, << I ask no man under seventy years old, what I 
may write, or when I may write, or to whom I may 
write." I will notice only one more question. Mr. 
Hubbard asked "why he wrote those letters?" He 
replied, "I wrote them for two reasons. In the first 
place, from a sense of duty to my heavenly Father; 
and in the second place, from a sense of duty to the 
Rev. defendant here. I felt it to be my duty to admon- 
ish and rasp that man for his abusive treatment of Mr. 
Fairchild." Now I think that no reader will say that I 
wr in calling this " a providence of Grod." Where was 
it ever before known that the writer of an anonymous 
letter under such circumstances, was ascertained, and 
his presence secured, to acknowledge the fact? And if 
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it had not been so in this case, the reader can well 
imagine what must have been my fate. The referees 
would doubtless have admitted the testimony of these 
experts, and with them it would have weight heavily. 
" But the snare was broken, and I escaped." Now I 
venture to assert that no two handwritings could be 
found in all Boston more dissimilar than mine and that 
of the gentleman who wrote those letters ; for he did 
not attempt to disguise his hand, but wrote just as he 
always writes, only omitting his signature. And yet 
Mr. Adams was willing to have them sworn upon me, 
having been familiar with my handwriting for many 
years ! and who must have known, as it seems to me, 
my utter inability to write such a hand! Besides, those 
anonymous letters, as Dr. Adams well knew, were writ- 
ten in different months and diifereht years. And yet 
they were all written in precisely the same uniform 
hand ; whereas no person who undertakes to disguise 
his hand, would be likely to have that uniformity, even 
if all were written the same day. The adventurous in- 
troduction of those letters into the case, and the rash 
testimony as to their origin, strikingly illustrate the 
formidable power of prejudice, so often my lot to en- 
counter in the progress of this whole affair. 

I must say one word here in relation to those experts. 
I never had any previous acquaintance with them. 
They were never even known by me tiU I saw them on 
the s^udd. But they are said to be very respectable and 
honorable gentlemen ; and I would not detract a single 
particle from their respectability and honor. But I did 
think that when they saw how mistaken they were in 
their testimony, and how they had put me in jeopardy, 
they woijld have been magnanimous enough to offer to 
pay the expenses of summoning the witness from Phila- 
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delphia, and of bis attendance in court, all of which 
amounted to about thirty dollars. I have made per- 
sonal application to each of them that they would, as a 
mere matter of equity and charity, consider the danger- 
ous position in which they had placed me by their mis- 
taken testimony, and refund, at least, a part of what 
they occasioned me, in my poverty, to pay- But they 
seemed not to consider themselves as at all indebted to 
me. Perhaps they thought that I was indebted to them 
for having henceforth deprived them of their occupation 
as experts. However this may be, it seems to have 
been my fate to pay people for their attempts to crush 
and ruin me. But I believe it will be admitted on all 
hands, (especially by those of my fellow-citizens who 
have suffered so grievously from this source,) that I have 
done the public some service in showing how little de- 
pendence can be placed on the judgment of experts; 
and I trust that the experts themselves will, in future, be 
a little less confident, and a little more modest in their 
pretensions. 

I shall say nothing more with regard to the testi- 
mony, but leave that matter wholly to Mr. CUfTord, 
whose argument is now to be submitted to the exami- 
nation of the reader. 
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CHAPTER XXIII. 

Mr. Cuffobd's argument in behalf of Mr. Fairchild, 
delivered before the referees, July 24, 1851. 

Mb. CHAmxAN and Gbntlembn, — If, in the present state 
of my health, I supposed that the interests of my client, or the 
ultimate decision of this cause, depended- upon my efforts, I 
should feel constrained to ask for a still further postponement 
in order to reply to the elaborate argument of the learned coun- 
sel for the defendant, to which we have listened during the past 
two days. But I am happy to believe, in view of the precise 
issue between these parties, that a considerable portion of that 
argument requires no answer at the plaintiff's hands. Before 
proceeding to the discharge of my duty, with respect to those 
portions of the argument which do demand a reply from the 
plaintiff's counsel, it is proper for me to remark that it was only 
at a very late stage of the case, and then with the extremest 
reluctance, that I became at all concerned in these proceedings. 
When first applied to, at a very recent period, I peremptorily 
declined, on account of other engagements, with which a proper 
attention to this case would necessarily interfere, — and it 
was not until, by a conference with the able and eminent coun« 
sel originally employed (B. R. Curtis, Esq.), who was unfortu* 
nately compelled, by failing health, not only to relinquish this 
case, but to suspend for a season all professional labor, I became 
so convinced of the cruel wrong and injustice done to the plain- 
tiff, that I could not refuse him my services; and at no little in- 
convenience to myself, consented to assume my present position. 
My only concern now is, that my client may be the sufferer by 
the change, and that it would have been better for him if I had 
adhered to my original determination. But in that respect, I 
trust I may confidently rely upon this tribunal, that no errors or 
omissions of the plaintiff's counsel will be permitted to prejudice 
him or his cause. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a little singular, in view of the learned 
counseFs eloquent invective on themes not involved in the issue 
presented by the pleadings on the records before you, and of 
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tlio time he has occupied, professedly for the purpose of estab- 
lishing " probable cause " for the defendant's belief, but in reality 
to prove the plaintiff to have been guilty of the crime originally 
charged against him, — that all this eloquence and learning 
should, by the merest chance in the worid,.be displayed here in 
the service of the defendant, instead of being employed in 
maintaining the rights of the plaintiff. For if the testimony of 
the Rev. Mr. Buddington is to be relied upon, and if there was 
no misapprehension on the part of the defendant, of what had 
taken place between the learned counsel and the plaintiff prior 
to the commencement of the action, the latter might well have 
supposed that his suit was prosecuted under the sanction and 
counsel of the learned gentleman himself. Mr. Buddington 
testified, it will be remembered, that the defendant informed 
him, in substance, that the plaintiff had consulted with Mr. 
Choate, and that the latter advised with him, respecting his 
right of action against the members of the South Suffolk Asso- 
ciation; but as the plaintiff did not intimate that he should 
bring his action against the defendant alone, when he finally 
determined to take that course, Mr. Choate considered himself 
absolved from any professional obligation to him, and was free 
to be retained against him, — and that by this piece of finesiej 
in suppressing his real purpose, to bring his action against one 
of the members of the Asisociation severally, instead of suing 
them all collectively, he had lost the services of Mr. Choate. 
This, he added, the reverend defendant regarded as a 'special 
providence. However this may have been, and while it does 
not become me to pronounce upon another's standard of profes- 
sional obligations, I think it may well be questioned whether, in 
this instance, the fin€$9e was in the client or the counsel, — 
whether, when the counsel have advised with a party respect 
ing his cause of action against A., B., and C, and subsequently 
elects to bring his suit upon that cause of action against 
A. alone, the professional obligations arising out of the con- 
sultation are any less binding than if he had brou^t it against 
them aU. 

If, as is now contended, the eminent counsel, under whose 
directions this suit was instituted, misconceived the plaintiff's 
remedy, and should have brought his action for a conspiracy 
against all the members of the Association, instead of suing one 
of them for a libel, I submit that the defendant has no occasion 
to complain upon grounds so purely technical as this. K the 
form of action has been thus misconceived, it has given the de- 
fendant the immense advantage of bringing his coconspirators 
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upon the etand as compurgators and witnesses, — an advantage 
he could not have enjoyed if the actions had been' brought 
agamst them jointly for a conspiracy. But I submit, with con- 
fidence, that this position is entirely unsupported by the au- 
thorities which have been cited by the learned counsel, and I 
merely advert to the subject now, in order to justify myself to 
my client, for not, in this wilting and withering atmosphere, 
answering at length the argument which has been attempted to 
be constructed upon these authorities. 

Another portion of the argument deserves a passing word. 
We heard it urged for two hours yesterday, that the plaintiff 
had so deported himself as to furnish the defendant reasonable 
ground to believe that the original charges against the plaintiff 
were true. I will not argue that. I take those charges to be 
re$ adjudicator and that they have been set at rest. If this were 
otherwise, and if the defendant meant to set them up in this suit, 
he was bound to give us notice. It was not done. And it is 
not on these pleadings, in which the truth of the charge is not 
alleged by the defendant, or even his belief of their truUi, as his 
justification, that he can be permitted, by any indirection, to 
rely upon this ground of defence, or call upon us to answer an 
argument upon it. 

We start, therefore, may it please the referees, appealing to 
your judgment, as a court of law, on these specifications, with 
the position that the plaintiff is innocent of the charges on which 
a vote of the Association purports to have been founded, and also 
of any such conduct as could give the defendant reasonable 
ground to charge himself with guilt. I do not stop to inquire 
whether the defendant's alleged convictions, from what he knew 
or what he had heard, were sufficient to satisfy his own mind 
of the plaintiff's guilt ; the real question is, whether such con- 
victions are a sufficient justification for that action by which, in 
the face of evidence entirely conclusive to other minds, he has 
assailed the reputation of a fellow Christian, a fellow minister, a 
fellow man ! 

I agree with the counsel for the defendant, that there is an 
interest at issue here, far transcending in importance the result 
of this case to either of these parties ; and yet I ought hardly, 
perhaps, to say that^ in view of its consequences to the plaintiff. 
If the plaintiff be, as we submit he is, an innocent man in all 
this matter, there stands not upon the footstool of the whole 
earth a being more persecuted and injured, than he has been by 
the defendant, and diose who have acted with him. Not one I 
Holding towards his fellow men a relation the most of all re- 
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quiring the strictest observance of moralitj and propriety in 
deportment ; of an age to look not onlj upon his children, but 
upon their children ; for the better part of sixty years a zealous 
laborer in his Master's vineyard ; beloved and still trusted by 
his class mates and youthful friends, as well as by the pious and 
venerable associates of maturer years ; is it credible that 
through all this, his life has been a living lie? that he has 
played the hypocrite to his neighbor, the traitor to his friend, 
and, worse than all, has dared to pollute with foul hands the 
altar of his God ? If so, there have been few like him in 
guilt. If not so, no one like him deserves the sympathy and 
commiseration — to say nothing of the justice — of his fellow 
men. 

But still I agree that there are general public considerations 
of the greatest importance involved here. The question is, 
whether a man who may have fallen under suspicion from his 
imprudences, or his follies even, and has submitted himself to 
the terrible ordeal — terrible even for the innocent — the fear- 
ful appeal to a judicial tribunal upon a criminal accusation, and 
has been acquitted of all charges against him, — whose inno- 
cence has received the attestation of a judiciail verdict, — the 
question is, whether such a man can be afterwards rightfully 
and justly treated as though he had been found guilty. That 
is the point, and it is a point of infinite importance. ^ Why," 
— it is said on the other side, — ^ because a man has been ac- 
quitted on the legal ground of reasonable doubt of his guilt, 
shall those who entertain sincere convictions on that point, dis- 
card them because of that acquittal ? " No, gentlemen, we do 
not ask that But we do ask that they shall not act with respect 
to that individual, before the world, upon their own private 
opinions, in the same manner as though his guilt were clearly 
proved. If the contrary is to be the rule, as would appear 
from the whole course of the defence, let me ask.who of our 
profession can urge upon the community respect for the law, 
or quiet submission to the law, even when its enactments come 
into collision with all their moral sympathies ? What, in that 
case, could induce a man to go before a court, to seek an adju- 
dication of his controversies, or a judgment upon the question 
of his innocence or guilt ? If he is to be treated precisely the 
same, whether convicted or acquitted, his natural instincts will 
#ite* up Against the injustice, and say, ^ No, — I will not run the 
fbk'of ^conviction, though I know myself to be innocent, when, 
through mifitake or casualty, I may be adjudged guilty, and 
^em^'^van^ ifaoquitted and proved to be innocent, I shall be 
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restored to no rights and regain «io reputation." Mr. Cbairmany 
it is not enough for the defendant to set up, as his counsel has 
attempted to do, a distinction between the plaintiff's rights as a 
citizen, and his rights as a clergyman. His rights are his rights, 
whether in the one or the other capacity, or in both combined. 
And it is but adding insult to injury, to say that while you 
assail the one, you respect and leave untouched the other. I 
would ask those of the defendant's profession who justify his 
course, — I would ask the reverend defendant himself, — how, 
even with his contentious conscientiousness, he can urge upon 
his flock the precepts and example of that Great Master, whose 
servant he professes to be ? We are not without an authority 
upon this point, in a case even of known and admitted guilt. 
In the history of our Lord, in that memorable interview with 
the repentant Magdalen, where, when the accusers had all gone 
out, one by one, and left him alone with the woman, he asked, 
^ Doth no man condemn thee ?" and being answered, ^No man, 
Lordy" what was the response of that divine charity which was 
given to us for an example ? ''Neither do I condemn thee, — 
go, and sin no more." I ask the reverend defendant here to 
review in the light of this great example, his own conduct 
towards the plaintiff, his ^ dear^ dear hrothery* as he called him 
in the Marblehead letter, long after, as he now contends, he be- 
lieved him to be the guiltiest of men. Did he say, in the spirit 
of his Master, or act as if he could say, ^ neither do I condemn 
thee, — go, and sin no more ? " O no I His meek Christian 
spirit, as evidenced by his conversation with Mr. M. H. Smith, 
finds expression rather in a sentiment like this, ^ Though no 
other man condemn you, — though juries may acquit, — though 
councils may install, — though churches may call, and clergy- 
men may fellowship you, — no evidence can change my convic- 
tions, — none ^haU change my conduct towards you. My foot 
is upon your neck, and I will keep it there so long as we both 
shall live." 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I do not believe that such a 
spirit as this is in harmony with a true Christian morality, any 
more than its exhibition in the defendant's conduct towards the 
plaintiff is consistent with the law of the land. I cannot believe 
that such is the spirit of the denomination of Christians to which 
both the plaintiff and the defendant belong. No I I have had 
too many friends in that denomination whom I have honored 
and loved, to believe that such a spirit is the legitimate fruit of 
the tenets they profess to teach. When I remember him whose 
benignant countenance and majestic presence I love to associate 
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with the bench on which 70a sit, — the honored kinsman of my 
friend, the junior counsel for the defence, the late Judge Hul>- 
bard, ^^ clarum el venerabUe nomen ; " when I call to mind his 
clustering virtues, and brightest among them all, his large and 
liberal charitj, and reflect that it was nurtured in this ^ school 
of the prophets," to which he was so devotedly attached, — I 
know that there can be nothing in the Orthodox Congregation- 
alism of Massachusetts, which can either foster or justify such a 
spirit of relentless and implacable persecution as this case has 
exhibited on the part of the defendant. 

But I must proceed to say a few words respecting the duty 
of the plaintiff to institute this suit, preliminary to a considera- 
tion of the questions of law involved in the case, and of the 
authorities adduced in support of the ground taken on either 
side. 

As this case must ultimately turn, as I apprehend, mainly 
upon the view which your honors may take of the law which 
governs it, I deem it proper to say, in behalf of the plaintiff, that 
he commenced these proceedings under the advice of the most 
distinguished, discreet, and able counsel, not only of this Com- 
monwealth, but of the country. He was under a sort of moral 
necessity to take some step that might compel this defendant 
and his associates to do him justice. 

Indeed, what could he do ? What could any lawyer advise 
him to do ? Submit to the stigma of that vote, — to be for ever 
perpetuated, — to be cast in the teeth of himself and his chil- 
dren, — to constantly cripple his efforts as a clergyman, — to 
furnish a never exhausted argument to the scoffer and the scep- 
tfc against the cause of religion and the church of Christ; to do 
all this, or to suffer himself to be driven out from his Master's 
vineyard, to perish infamously by the poison of an unjust and 
false accusation, aggravated by the taunting assertion that he 
had not the courage and confidence to challenge or confront it I 
If he had be^en a guilty man, he would have done this. He 
would not have dared to do otherwise, — and no lawyer would 
have advised him to do otherwise. He would not have been before 
you to-day. He would have regarded his acquittal by the jury 
as a fortunate escape from the penalties of the law, — and you 
would never have heard of him adventuring again into a court 
of justice. No, gentlemen ! I submit that his firm, earnest, and 
constant efforts to vindicate his reputation against the calumni- 
ous record of the Suffolk South Association, his bringing this 
suit, his presence here to-day, afford plenary evidence that he la 
an innocent and calumniated man. 
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Sopposo that he had quietlj sat down without these efforts to 
remove the stain upon his character I What would have been 
the judgment of that large body of the Orthodox clergy of New 
England who have solemnly attested their belief in his inno- 
oenccy and their conviction that he ^ is and of right ought to 
be," a recognized minister of the gospel, in good and regular 
standing? 

Would they not very justly have said to him, '' You have 
our cause as well as your own to maintain ; you owe it to us to 
show the world that we have not given our confidence and fel* 
lowship to a guilty and unworthy brother ? " 

Permit me to quote in this connection the language of the 
great Edmund Burke — great as a moralist as well as a states- 
man — as expressing the true dUtinction to be observed by a 
wise man respecting libellous attacks upon his character. 
These are his words : ^ Loose libels ought to be passed by in 
silence and contempt By me they have been so always. I 
knew that I could live down the calumnies of malice and the 
judgments of ignorance. J£ I happened to be now and then in 
the wrong, as who- is not, like all other men, I must bear the 
consequence of my faults and my mistakes. The libels of the 
present day are just of the scone stuff as the libels of the past. 
But they derive an importance from the rank of ike pers<ms they 
come from, and the gramty of the place where they were uttered. 
In some way or other, I ought to take some notice of them. To 
assert myself thus traduced h not vanity or arrogance. It is a 
demand of justice ; it is a demonstration of yratitiuie. If I am 
unworthy, the ministers are worse than prodigal." 

Gentlemen, my client might well use the word ministers in a 
different sense, and apply these remarks to his own case ; for 
certainly if he were unworthy, the very many eminent ministers 
of his denomination were worse than prodigal in their kindness 
and sustentation of him. He might well apply to himself an- 
other rule of duty which Burke recognized. '* Whilst I humble 
myself before God," he says, ^ 1 do not know that it is forbidden 
to repel the attacks of unjust and inconsiderate men." 

The plaintiff is, then, before you in the discharge of a plain 
and manifest duty. A duty to himself, to his own reputation, 
which he is as much bound to defend and protect from ui\ju8t 
aspersion, as he is bound to protect his person and his life, — 
duty to those who are dearer to him than life, and who are look- 
ing with unutterable solicitude, yet with a hopeful confidence to 
your judgment this day ; — duty to the church and to that great 
cause for the advancement of which the church was estab* 
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lisbed, and for which alone it exists — namely, the cause which 
was proclaimed by heavenly heralds at the birth of its founder, 
— " Good-will towards all men." Yes, good-will ! Not that 
harsh judgment and pharisaical uncharitableness which says 
even to an erring brother, ^^ stand aside, for I am holier than 
thou ! " A duty, too, to those venerable and pious men of his 
own order, who have upheld him here ; — duty to those humbler 
but true-hearted friends and parishioners, who have stood stead- 
fastly by him in the darkest and saddest hours of his dark and 
sad experience of life ; — and above all, a duty to the law, which, 
while conceding to this defendant and those who act with him, 
the right to their own opinions, and the unchallenged control of 
their personal associations, should teach them that, in their out- 
ward conduct, as it affects the rights of their fellow men, its 
voice once uttered through its constituted organs, must be 
treated by them as well as all others, with some degree of defer- 
ence and respect ! 

For what^ then, is the plaintiff here ? It is perfectly true 
that your award can only be an expression of your opinion 
whether the defendant has done that injury to the plaintiff 
which is charged upon him, and if so, to render a judgment of 
damages against him ; but it is not for money that the plaintiff is 
here. Nor is it in a spirit of contention or litigation — he has 
endeavored to avoid that — nor to impose himself on the de- 
fendant's fellowship — he does not desire that Once for all, in 
behalf of my client, and under his instructions, I disclaim the 
imputation cast upon him that if is money he seeks, — except 
only so far as it may be necessary to indemnify him for the ex- 
penses he has been compelled, by the obduracy of the defend- 
ant, to incur in obtaining simple justice. True, by this long 
and relentless persecution — more cruel and pitiless than any 
man ever bore from Christian men — he has been utterly beg- 
gared. But he is here for a higher and worthier purpose. He 
is here to obtain in the only possible way open to him, so far as 
I know, a rescission of that false and calumnious vote which the 
defendant and his associates first placed on their records, with- 
out right, and against the truth ; and which they have persisted 
in keeping there against every remonstrance and appeal that 
could be f^dressed to right-thinking and right-hearted men, — 
a registered and perpetuated falsehood ! 

And, secondly, he is here to repel, in the only way in which 
the course of the defendant will permit him to repel it, the foul 
and false aspersion cast upon him of having been the subject 
of a loathsome {^id criminally contracted disease, — which tl|e 
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witnesSy whom the defendant once invoked as the only compe- 
tent person to prove the truth of the assertion, had, to the de- 
fendant himself, declared to be unauthorized and untrue. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, how is he met ? In the first place, by 
the statute of limitations* They contend that it was more than 
two years from the time of the vote before the action was 
brought, and that therefore they are not liable. And the learned 
counsel has argued at length the wisdom of that legislation 
which has established a limitation of time within which such an 
action as this must be brought. I am not disposed to controvert 
this opinion, — I agree to the wisdom and expediency of such a 
limitation ; but, in this particular case, I confess I was a little 
surprised to find such a shelter from responsibility resorted to. 
If I had not been instructed to the contrary, by the course 
which this defence has taken, I should have entertained the 
opinion expressed by the Rev. George Allen, in his letter to the 
Association, advising them to rescind the vote, because, said he, 
** Notwithstanding the lapse of time, it is not probable that with 
men like you the statute of limitations will be set up." SUU 
they have a right to this defence if it will avail them ; but I 
maintain, that«within the two years before bringing the action, — 
so late, indeed, as the 3d day of July, 1849, there was a repub- 
lication of the vote, and a repetition of the verbal slander. 

But that is not the only ground of the defence. They take 
another ; and upon their successful maintenance of it, much, I 
am aware, depends. In my judgment it is a ground of defence, 
without support or countenance, either in the law g£ the land, 
or the principles oC a true Christian morality. They set up the 
doctrine of privilkge I They claim that they are privileged 
to say and do all this that they have said and done, wholly ir- 
responsible to any authority, or any tribunal, except their own 
consciences. Now, if they cannot maintain this startling propo- 
sition, they have no defence whatever. If they can, then indeed 
is the law no longer the protector of any man's reputation who 
happens to be, or to have been, a member of a voluntary asso- 
ciation, against the attacks which a ^ malignant philanthropy," 
or a misguided conscience may make upon it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, look at it a moment Here is an asso- 
ciation of some twelve or fifteen very respectable clerical gen- 
tlemen, — I will not call them a club, for that term seems to be 
distasteful to the learned counsel, — here they are claiming to 
be governed by no such code as controls the conduct of other 
men. They appeal to the <^ higher law.** Like the Fifth 
llklonarchy men, so felicitously alluded to by Mr. Webster, in 
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hk recent admirable speech to the young men of Albanj, thej 
are ^ above ordinances." Like the ^^ conscience " men de- 
scribed bj the learned counsel himself, in the last edition of the 
** Cambridge Platform/' laid down bj him in his eloquent ad- 
dress before the Story Association, less than a week ago, ^ their 
doctrine is the same as that which kindled the fagots of Smith- 
field, and justified the atrocities of Alva." Like the men of 
Judah, whom we read of in the Book of the Prophet, they 
attempt to shelter themselves from the penalties that attach to 
their conduct, by exclaiming, ^ The Temple of the Ix>rd, — the 
Temple of the Lord are we." ** We are delivered " — privi- 
leged, that is — '^to do these abominations." But, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not find that the inspired old Prophet, who evidently 
had very little respect for this plea of privilege, was any the 
less stem in his rebuke of those who advanced it And I 
trust, that by your judgment upon it, these learned and reverend 
gentlemen will discover that they are amenable to the same law 
as their lay brethren, in what concerns the rights of their fel- 
low men. This is all we ask. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, — Let us see what this hiw is. 
I take the position that, as a voluntary association, having no 
disciplinary authority over its members, while they had the 
right to expel the plaintiff or withdraw fellowship from him, 
with or without reason, they had no right, upon any ground of 
privilege, to place upon their records any imputation upon his 
character as a minister or as a man, unless they were prepared 
to justify it by proving it to be true. There is no adjudged 
case in which the vote of an association on its records has been 
held to be a privileged publication, except the Quaker case 
cited by the defence ; and there, the alleged libel was a mere 
matter of church-discipline, not at all affecting moral character. 
It is enough for us to call on the other side to produce a case 
where any voluntary association has placed on its records 
charges against the moral character of another, and escaped 
accountability on the ground of privilege. After the member 
is expelled, the rule of privilege has ceased to operate. The 
reasons which have induced the vote, are not necessary to be 
recorded to give it effect. It is a very different question, 
whether the communication of those reasons by the defendant 
in good faith to the association, to induce its action, he believing 
them to be true, shall be taken to be a privileged communica- 
tion, or whether the placing them upon the record after the 
action of the association has been had, may be done with im- 
punity, even though they shall turn out to be unfounded and 
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fidse. The requisite action having been taken, what need to go 
further in the discharge of any supposed legal or moral duty ? 
Suppose the defendant, on his return from Exeter, had commu- 
nicated to the Association such circumstances as convinced him 
of the plaintiff's guilt, and as he might have thought it his duty 
to do in order to procure a vote of expulsion, and that thereupon 
action was had ? 'If this were a privileged communication, it 
by no means foUows that the preamble and vote which we com- 
plain of could be treated as such. Still less can the acts of the 
defendant to perpetuate them there, after they had been shown 
to be fake, be so regarded. 

Mr. ClifTord now proceeds to the consideration of 
the questions of law involved in the case, which I feel 
compeUed to omit for want of room ; and not finding, 
in all the cases examined, the slightest foundation on 
which to rest the plea of privilege, he goes on to show 
^what is the ecclesiastical law in the case. . 

It is contended by the defendant's counsel, first, that this, 
privilege is incident to the character and nature of the associa- 
tion. This I deny upon the ecclesiastical authorities, which de- 
fine the powers of these associations, and upon the constitution 
and by-laws of the Suffolk South Association itself. And, sec- 
ond, it is contended that the plaintiff expressly submitted himself 
to the jurisdiction of the association in this matter, and is there- 
fore estopped from denying their right to do what they have 
done. Tins also I shall deny, upon the evidence. 

And, first, what is the nature and character of the functions 
belonging to the association ? It is argued that judicial author- 
ity appertains to them ; but what say the authorities ? 

I read from Punchard's Vteto of Can^egctHonaUsm, p. 115 : 
'^ The objects of ministerial associations are personal improve- 
ment, ths cuUivaHon of hrotherly kindness, and to assist each 
other, by counsel and advice, in discharging ministerial and 
parochial duties." 

And on page 195, after describing the various classes of 
clerical associations, it is especially stated, in reference to all of 
them, ^ these general associations, et cetera^ daim no legislative 
or judicial authority." 

In Upham*s Ratio DiscipUna, p. 156, under the head of 
^ Relations of Clerical Associations to Churches," it is said — 
^'The General Association of Massachusetts, at their annual 
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meeting in 1807, expressly and wholly disclaim ecclesiastical 
power or authority over the churches or the opinions of indi- 
viduab." 

Moreover, its own constitution and by-hiws are conclusive 
evidence of the extent of the authority of this particular asso- 
ciation over the plaintiff who had assented to them, by signing 
them when he became a member of the body. I refer to them 
as expressly excluding such a conclusion as is sought to be de- 
rived from the nature and usages of these associations gener- 
aUy. 

Their own records, too, negative the daim. On page 839, 
October, 1849, it is recorded, ^ that they have no ecclesiastical 
authority, and cannot restore him." He must come in by some 
other way ; he must find some other door into the sheepfold ; 
he can only be restored, they say, through- the action of the 
£xeter Council. But upon the authority of Dr. Beecher^s 
report, in the case of the council at Reading, which has been 
referred to, and upon the testimony of Rev. Professor Stuart, 
that council, having made no provision for its reassembling, was 
functiM officio^ and could not, according to ecclesiastical usage, 
be reassembled to act upon the matter of the plaintiff's restora- 
tion to his ministerial office. The result of all this is, that this 
association may publish the plaintiff as a man guilty of infa- 
mous crimes, place that declaration on record, and then expel 
him ; and that, after this, even upon plenary proof of his inno- 
cence, there is no way by which he can be restored to the 
rights of which he has been unjustly deprived. The vote can- 
. not be rescinded till the plaintiff is restored ; — second, he can- 
not be restored except on the reassembling of the Exeter 
Council ; and, third, the Exeter Council never can reassemble I 
How utterly hopeless, then, to expect redress, or dream of jus- 
tice I No — there the stigma stands; there the wrong is recorded; 
and there it must remain forever ! Grentlemen, is it necessary 
to argue that this outrageous doctrine is utterly opposed to the 
whole ecclesiastical polity of Massachusetts? Are words re- 
quired to expose the preposterous character, and the enormity 
of this assumption ; — an assumption which, to hear it put forth, 
would have almost made the old puritan prophets start irom 
their moss-covered graves I 

Not one of >the cases which the learned counsel has adduced 
in support of his position has any real application to the circum- 
stances here. Admit the authority of them all, they do not 
sustain his position. The only one which could be re^uxled as 
having the slightest bearing, is the Quaker case — King y. 
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Bari ; but there the plaintiff's character was neither assailed 
nor touched. It was a mere qaestion of discipline. She was a 
Quakeress, and bj the rules of the sect of which she was a 
member, and to whose discipline she had submitted, she was 
adjudged, and the judgment was entered on their records, — 
guilty of '^not haying practised self-denial." No sin was 
charged upon her ; no reproach cast on her character ; — but 
the whole of the alleged libellous action was, that '* she had not 
practised self-deniaL" 

The case of Sir John Moore was that of a sentence bj a 
court-martial, and has no analogy here. And I hardly think 
my learned brother could seriously cite, aa an authority, the 
case of Famsworth y. Ih, Starrs, A question of priyilege was 
raised there, it is true ; but the case was decided, as I under- 
stand it, upon grounds which do not touch the question be- 
fore us. 

The case of Eemtngton y. Oongd/m^ in 2 Pick., decides only 
if the party yoluntarily submits to the jurisdiction of the church, 
association, or society, its proceedings are priyileged, if con- 
ducted in good faith, and without actual malice. The counsel 
relies much on this authority. Very well, we will take that 
case ; but I claim at least, and the Supreme Court of Massa- 
chusetts neyer meant to rule otherwise, that the party shall be 
heard before being condemned. ^ Strike, but hear," was the 
heathen's idea of justice ; shall any thing less be required from 
Christian men, — from Christian clergymen ? 

I shall also maintain, may it please the referees, that what- 
ever view may be taken of this matter of privilege, as claimed 
on behalf of churches, or other ecclesiastical bodies really pos- 
sessing authority, or acting as advisory to the churches, it 
cannot be made to apply to this association, or other bodies of 
the like nature. And in this connection I wish to offer some 
observations on the ecclesiastical polity of Massachusetts, bear- 
ing upon the question, which I am enabled to do through the 
kindness of a learned and reverend friend, and which I make 
part of my argument. 

Granting these claims .to be well founded, in regard U> judicial 
bodies, whether civil, military, or ecclesiastical, it will be seen 
that exactly the reverse is the fact in regard to these associations. 
Jurisdiction of every kind, whether in respect to ministers or 
laymen, has always been denied to clerical associations. The 
Cambridge Platform of 1648 excludes it by first principles,— 
totally excludes it It claims, as an elementary truth, the ex- 
dofiive right of the church to call and depose from office, — 
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which latter act inclndes concomitant censure. It provides ex- 
presslj the mode hj which the church, and the church onlj, 
maj censure or depose an elder, t. e, a minister, — namelj, a 
council of the churches advising thereto. Had a mere associa- 
tion touched so much as the hem of an official garment, or even 
presumed to interfere with the Christian standing of one of the 
laity, it would have kindled the indignation of all the churches. 
There was not only a general agreement of feeling in this mat- 
ter, but a wakefulness of sensibilitj which seems to throb in the 
earlj writings of the New England Puritans on ecclesiastical 
polity. 

But about the beginning of the last century, Cotton Mather, 
and a few others, who were probably influenced by him, ven- 
tured to attempt an innovation on the settled polity of the 
churches of Massachusetts ; their plan was to invest local minis- 
terial associations with juridical powers, by uniting with them 
lay delegates from the churches with which the ministers in 
those associations were connected. But the project was so 
frowned upon by the churches and ministers genenUly, that the 
authors of it were glad to hush up the trouble by dropping the 
scheme at once. Thus the matter rested till early in the pres- 
ent century, when Drs. Morse of Charlestown, Lyman of Hat- 
field, and a very few other ministers with them, revived the 
scheme of Mather, and presented it to the General Association 
of Massachusetts, — which body appointed a committee to re- 
port thereon at the next annual meeting. This second attempt 
was frustrated by the same general spirit of opposition from 
the ministers and churches throughout the State. 

A third effort to place judicial power in the hands of local 
associations was made in 1845, by a committee, consisting of 
Bev. Dr. Woods of Andover, Rev. Parsons Cooke, of Lynn, 
and some others, who had been appointed (at a meeting of a 
number of clergymen held in Boston during anniversary week) 
to report a reaffirmation of the principles and plan of Congrega- 
tional discipline. Their report — professedly "in part" — was 
first sent, unknown to the churches, to the local clerical associa- 
tions throughout the State ; and so general and emphatic was 
the opposition of those bodies to the revived scheme of associa^ 
tional jurisdiction, even with a mixed representation from the 
churches, that any overt measures to give it effect have not 
again been tried. 

The entire history of Congregationalism in Massachusetts, as 
well as its first principle, is adverse to the idea of a tncU of any 
church-member, whether lay or clerical^ by an association. 
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This hifltoiy, one would think, is too well known, in the general, 
to need particular citation. Whoever has read Hutchinson's 
** Histoiy of Massachusetts," Trumbull's " History of Connecti- 
cut^" the " Cambridge Platform," John Cotton's " Keys," Cot- 
ton Mather's ^ Ratio Discipline," Hooker's ^ Survey of the 
Sum of Church Government," and other chief writers respect- 
ing the principles and practice of Congregationid polity in 
Massachusetts, cannot have missed the fact that the churches 
have constantly denied to associations all shadow of jurisdiction, 
and steadfastly maintained the exclusive right of the churches 
to exercise juridical powers in ecclesiastical affairs, whether 
pertaining to officers or private members. 

The action of a council, whether in ordaining, censuring, or 
deposing a minister, is only a seeming^ not a real exception to 
the universal rule. No principle is better settled than that of 
the mere advisory power of an ecclesiastical council, and that 
it can have no effect but by the express consent of the church 
interested, — a consent given in advance in cases where the re- 
sult is supposed not to trammel conscience, but refused in all 
other cases. The opinion of the court in the case of Sheldon v. 
The Chngregational Parish in Easton^ 24 Pick. 288, is a judi- 
cial affirmation of this view of the legal character of these eccle- 
siastical bodies. 

The leatned counsel has spoken of the power of associations 
to license ministers, and to rescind their license, as if such 
license invested its possessor with power to preach the gospel, 
and as if its rescission took away the power. But that is no part 
or parcel of Massachusetts Congregationalism. The real power 
to license is in the churchy and not out of it. This is in accord- 
ance with the doctrine of the Cambridge Platform, which is care- 
ful, in more places than one, to state this principle either directly 
or indirectly. Associations are said to license, when in fact they 
only give a certificate of their opinion that this or that person 
is a suitable person to be employed by a church in need of a 
minister. Their license, so called, is Uieir approbation — their 
approval, merely — conferring no power, and clothing the re- 
cipient with no ecclesiastical authority. Accordingly their re- 
scinding a license can only be the taking hack an opinion ; and 
though it be rescinded, still the individual is just as competent 
to preach as before, if a people see fit to employ him, — or, in 
the language of the Platform, see fit to ^ call him to office." 
The term ^ license " is a term of convenience merely, and not 
of substance. The old form, expressive of the reality, j^iamely, 
^ approbate," is still in use in this Commonwealth. 

22 
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Bat, returning to the great principle of CongregatioDalism — 
the church's exclusive jurisdiction — the reason of it is as plain 
as its uncontradicted history. If an association were allowed^ 
as a tribunal, to touch character and pronounce upon it, — who 
would be safe? If thej could try a minister or a Liyman for 
one cause, could they not for another? 'If they could try him 
for immorality, might they not also try him for heresy, — often 
esteemed the greatest of crimes ? And again, — if thej could 
try him at one time, they might at another ; and if, having the 
power of impeachment, they could try him ader the action of a 
mutual advisory council, they could try him by their own origi- 
nal and independent jurisdiction ; and if, as an association, they 
could thus stain and ruin his character, all jurisdiction would vir- 
tually be in the association instead of in the church ; — and thus 
the priesthood and not the people would be the depositories of 
ecclesiastical power, reversing at least one half of the funda- 
mental maxim,—* 

"A church without a bishop,— a State without a king." 

Then, that this claim of privilege is not established as incident 
to the nature and functions of the Association, — I ask attention 
to the other proposition of the defence ; that the pliuntifT had 
submitted himself to the jurisdiction of this body, and was there- 
fore bound by its action, whatever it might be. And how is 
this proved? How has the defendant attempted to establish 
this indispensable element of his case? Let me first ask 
whether it is probable that Mr. Fairchild, with a knowledge 
of tlio feelings which these reverend gentlemen entertained 
towards him, — should have consented that the Association, 
behind his 'back and without notice to him, should place upon 
its records a vote, the very existence of which he was ignorant 
of for four or five years i^erwards ? It is not credible. Here 
was a charge publicly preferred against him. He was shortly 
to be tried on that charge in the open courts of law. Could 
not these reverend gentlemen have waited six weeks to see 
what the result would be? Why did they hasten to record their 
sentence on a brother not proved to be either guilty or erring, 
and to affix an indelible stigma on his character, before he could 
have an opportunity to pass the terrible ordeal to which they 
knew he was even then already bound — a jury of his country- 
men ? Why, why was this ? Was it because of the Jesuit-like 
apprehension of former days, that ^ the church was in danger? " 
That the respect of men for its sanctity might be impaired and 
its power thereby weakened, if the civil tribunal should get the 
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Start of them in pronouncing a sentence of condemnation upon 
one of their number, innocent or guilty ? If these reverend 
gentlemen were imbued with such moral cowardice that thej 
could not permit a brother to take the chances of a trial ; — if 
thej entertained little expectation of his acquittal before men, 
and believed that the cause of the church demanded his expul- 
sion from the ministry ; — if this was the case, they are bound, 
as honorable men, to stand up and say sa If they thought 
Mr. Fairchild proven a guilty man, and thereupon passed this 
severe vote of censure, let them say they passed it on that 
ground. Let them now, above aU, as they refuse to rescind the 
vote, come up here and say the charge is true or not true. If 
not true, let them take it back. ^* Vestigia retrargum " are steps 
which no one who has gone wrong need be ashamed or fear to 
take. If, on the contrary, the .charge be true, let them come up 
like men and say so boldly, — a|id not skulk behind the declara- 
tion that they had probable cause to believe it true, while at t&e 
same time they decline saying that they do so believe. 

It is alleged that the plaintiff submitted to the Association, 
and gave them authority to pass on this matter by his letter 
from £xeter, in 1844, and again in 1849, by his application to 
have the vote rescinded. Now, whatever may be the contents 
of the letter referred to, there was another from Mr. Fairchild, 
dated the 8th of July, 1844, in which he expressly says that he 
shall submit his case, ^ not to the Association but to a council." 
There is also the letter, read by my brother Hubbard, from Rev* 
Mr. Riddel to Mr. Fairchild, in which the writer explicitly 
recognizes the fact that my client declined to acknowledge the 
authority of the Association to try the charge which had been 
made against him. 

It is a remarkable fact that the plaintiff's letter to Mr. Riddel, 
to which this was a reply, should not be produced. That reply, 
however, fortunately answers all our ends, and shows conclu- 
sively that Mr. Fairchild did not submit himself or his case to 
the authority of the Association. 

I say, then, that there is no such testimony in the case, as 
would justify the conclusion that, through my client's expressed 
consent, the Association had acquired any jurisdiction in the 
matter. Without satisfactory proof of this, the defence must 
utterly fail. 

Upon the question of the puhlicatioti of the libel, we respect- 
fully submit, in view of the authorities that have been cited on 
both sides, — that the retention of the false and calumnious 
charges contained in the preamble and vote, upon the records 
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of the Association, was of itself, and in its very nature, a con- 
tinuoos publication of the slander. Gentlemen, if protection 
from false aspersions, made and kept recorded on the books of a 
voluntarj association, is not provided for by law, is not the char- 
acter of every one who may ever have been a member of such 
association, at the mercy not only of all his associates, but of 
each new comer ? May not his reputation be stricken down 
with impunity by any one, who, in such circumstances, may seek 
to destroy him, and all that, toQ^ without, any knowledge on his 
part, or any friendly intimation to him as to what is going on? 
Suppose a division should occur in such an association, (and we 
all know that such events and their consequent proceedings are 
not of the most dove-like character) ; — suppose a man should 
be expelled on account of what his associates deemed heresy ; 
suppose, then, after he has ceased to be a member, a vote should 
be passed and recorded, prejudicial to his honesty or moral char- 
acter I He knows nothing of it ; it is not communicated to him ; 
but every one who comes into the association afterwards will see 
upon the official records of the body, that which must unavoid- 
ably impair his usefulness while living, and stain his memory 
when dead. No publication can be conceived of, so capable of 
mbchief as a recorded .vote like this. Abiding from age to 
age, in its very nature transmissible and permanent, it should 
and must be held as a publication wherever its existence is es- 
tablished by legal proof. I do not mean to contend that the 
plaintiff here can maintain an action against the defendant, sim- 
ply because this vote is on the record of the Association of which 
defendant is a member ; — but when it is shown either that the 
defendant aided in placing it there, or has contributed to retain 
it there, then, whatever this tribunal may find in it of a libellous 
or defamatory nature, he was and it responsible for. I submit 
that it is the clearly recognized rule of law, that every person who, 
by a voluntary act of his own, the simple casting of a ballot in 
its support, the silent consent to its passage, the withholding of 
any opposition, — is shown to have contributed in placing a de- 
famatory statement on such a record, or to have been instru- 
mental, in any way, in retaining it there after its falsity was 
brought to his knowledge, is as responsible for it as if it had 
been written with his own hand, or uttered by his own voice. 
What, in comparison with a record like this, is the ephemeral 
publication of a newspaper? What, the statement in a confi- 
dential letter to a friend ? What, the entry on a merchant's pri- 
vate account-book ? And yet these have all been held to be 
publications of a libeL But what are all these to a publication 
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like this, destined to go down through all time ? A publication, 
and declaration of the plaintiflfs immorality and guilt, open to 
every one now to cAst in his face, and to every one of the next 
generation to hold up in reproach before the eyes of his children. 
Is it not the merest denial of the doctrines of common right and 
the teachings of common sense, — to pretend that the defendant, 
through whose direct and influential agency all this has been 
done, is not responsible for any of' this wrong ? 

I contend that in essential particulars, this preamble and vote 
were false, — that the Association knew it to be so, as they 
have since acknowledged on their records, — that they had no 
legal or moral right to place them there, — and stiU less to 
retain them there after Mr. Fairchild's acquittal by the jury. 

As to the truth of the injurious allegations : Is it true that 
the council at Exeter ever found Mr. Fairchild to have been 
guilty of seduction ? Where is the proof, or the shadow of proo^ 
of that ? The defendant has undertaken to charge my client 
with hAving been proved guilty of the crimes of seduction, 
adultery, and fidsehood. But if this case is to be tried on strict 
technical grounds, where, I would ask, is there to be found in 
the proceedings or the result of the Exeter Council, any pre- 
text that he had beea found guilty of seduction ? There is 
nothing in the record that can give a color of justification for 
such a charge. Even supposing the whole &bric of falsehood 
woven by Rhoda Davidson to be believed^ did she not state 
that '^ she was not afraid of Mr. Fairchild — that she always 
had her own way with him ? " And is there no moral discrim- 
ination to be made between even a guilty intercourse with such 
a woman, and that most fiendlike of all the crimes that ever de- 
graded humanity — the cold-blooded ruin of youth, artlessness, 
and innocence ? 

Agidn. The Association by their vote, falsely declare that 
the plaintiff had been, by the Exeter Council, depoied from the 
ministry. If this were true, he had ceased to be a member of 
the Association, by ceasing to be a clergyman, — and they had 
no right to pass any vote respecting him. 

But if it was not true that he was deposed, the vote clearly 
was a libeL And is it true or not that he was deposed, or was 
he only suspended? There were members of that council 
who, even on the one-sided evidence produced to them, would 
not agree to the result, — and others, who did so agree, did it, as 
they have testified on the stand here, only on the supposition 
that the decision was, in effect and flknount, only one of tempo- 
rary soBpension. You have heard Dr. Burgess's testimony <hi 
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this point, that ^ he knew the sentence was only one of suspen- 
sion." Bat the final declaratory record of the Association, in 
1849, wherein the word deposed is stricken out, and 9U*pended 
is substituted, is conclusive evidence that in their reconsidered 
and amended opinion, Mr. Fairchild was suspended onlj from 
his office as a preacher of the gospel. As a corollary from 
this fact, that he was suspended and not deposed, it is apparent 
that the real intent and meaning of the vote of the council 
was, that they did not believe him guilty of this charge. Had 
they sb heUevedy they were bound in duty to the churches and 
to Uie community to depose him at once ; and they would have 
been infamous had they not done so. But taking the vote as a 
sentence of suspension until another tribunal had decided on 
the question of guilt or innocence, — all the action of the coun- 
cil is consistent with their duty, and also with the view enter* 
tained by these reverend gentlemen themselves in July, 1849| 
when the record of the A^ociation was reviewed and reconsid* 
ered. 

But again, I urge that after the acquittal by the jury, the 
Suffolk South Association had no right to retain upon their 
records that vote, whether it were actually true or not, that the 
£xeter Council had pronounced him guilty upon the evidence 
before it 

Mr. Fairchild's case had been adjudged by an ecclesiastical 
council ; they had passed a conditional sentence, dependent oa 
the verdict of another tribunal ; that tribunal had pronounced 
him innocent, and I say that the acquittal, after such investiga- 
tion and trial, takes away from the Association all presomptioii 
of right to continue that injurious vote upon their books. There 
is ample proof that they were in full possession of all the cir^ 
cumstances; but instead of doing what they ought to have 
done, they went still further in adding a new charge, which ag- 
gravated and intensified the original libel, accusing Mr. Fair- 
child in July or October, 1849, of falsehood, in persisting in the 
denial of his guilt. Where is all this to end ? Here is a man 
accused of crime. He denies the charge. He is solicited by 
all the force of love and friendship to confess the matter, if he 
be guilty, and submit himself to the discipline of the church. 
He still denies. He is tried by a jury of his fellow-citizens, 
and pronounced innocent What, then, does this Association 
do ? They turn round upon him, and deliberately accuse him 
of falsehood, in persisting in his denial of a charge, of which 
ho has already been acquitled by the verdict of twelve impar- 
tial and unprejudiced men I It is a wanton, gross, and ui^justi* 
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liable aggravation of the original libel, indefensible on any prin- 
ciple of law, even as stated by the counsel for the defendant 
themselves. For Mr. Fairchild was no longer a member of the 
Association. They had long before expelled him. But now, 
gratuitously, and without any object to be accomplished which 
could by any possibility bring their action within any rule of 
privOege, they republish and reassert the original defamation 
in an aggravated form. 

In November, 1845, a regular and most respectable ecdesi- 
astical council, declaring Mr. Fairchild to be in regular stand- 
ing, installed him as the pastor of a church at South Boston. 
And I submit that the action of this South Boston council, 
installing him and recognizing him as an established member of 
the clergy, ought to have been satisfactory to this clerical asso* 
elation, — and that having once submitted to and reoc^gnized 
the authority of that council, by presenting to it a remonstrance, 
in the handwriting of the defendant himself, against the in- 
Btallation of the plaintiff, they are precluded from denying it 
now. 

That remonstrance, with the reasons upon which it waq 
founded, was duly considered, and conclusively answered by 
the council. And it is a noticeable fady that the members of 
the Association who signed it, placed their objections to the action 
of the council not upon any alleged proof Of the plaintiff's 
guilt, but upon the ground of inexpediency, arising out of the 
relations then subsisting between him and his clerical brethren 
in the dty of Boston. If it were true, or if they believed it to 
be true, that the plaintiff had been proved guilty of seduction, 
adultery, and falsehood, why did they not set that forth in their 
remonstrance, as a decisive and conclusive barrier against his 
readmission to the ministry ? 

Now let us look a moment at the result of the Exeter Conn- 
ciL It was in July, 1844, that that body finally passed a vote 
declaring, in Mr. Fairchild's case, ^ the council feel compelled 
to express their deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild cannot be 
innocent in this matter, and that unless he can present a clearer 
vindiccUum of himself before 9ome tribunal more competent than 
ourselves to compel the attendance of witnesses, and the utter- 
ance of all the truth, and till tueh ad be done^ he ought not, and 
so far as our decision goes, does not, longer hold the place of a 
minister in the church of Christ" 

Till such act bb donb I Did they mean by this language 
in their vote to say that Mr. Fairchild was a guilty man, or was 
tfaia the result arrived 9^ b^ doubting minds ? The referees 
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will judge. But what said the Suffolk South Association ? In 
their records of 1845 is the vote declaring <' that the crimes of 
seduction and adultery had been charged and proved against 
Mr. Fairchild before this very Exeter Council, and that more- 
over he had added to those offences the other crime of false- 
hood, by persisting in denying his guilt'' 

Now, what import is to be attached to the expression, ^ cannot 
be innocent in this matter ? " I submit that the phrase, as it 
stands in the result of the council, expresses their conviction or 
belief of some unspecified delinquency, — cautiously avoiding 
saying what that was, either in kind or degree, and virtually 
forbidding the erroneous construction placed upon the language 
by the Association, and therefbre of necessity insisted on by the 
defence. Clearly, the language does admit, without violence 
either to its terms or its spirit, a less offensive, or at least a more 
limited and lenient construction than the Association put upon 
it And they, of all men in the world, were boupd by their 
Christian office and their relations to the plaintiff, to construe it 
in the most favorable way. May I be pardoned for suggesting 
that it argues discreditably to their disposition, that they chose 
to affix the most harsh meaning to the vote of the council, when 
an alternative more charitable was at hand. When, therefore, 
the council express their ^ deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild 
cannot be innocent in this matter," etc., it is tantamount to saying 
this ; — ^^ though Mr. Fairchild may not be guilty of the crimes 
specified in the complaint ; though we may yet entertain doubts 
as to the extent of his guilt ; though we feel our incompetency 
to afibrd him the due means for his clearer vindication in re- 
gard to those matters, and hope he may yet have the opportu- 
nity before some more competent tribunal, to purge his charac- 
ter of those specified charges ; — yet, in the scope of our inquiry 
in the broad matter that has been laid before us, in the entire 
course of our proceedings, if there is found some impropriety, 
some delinquency, we feel compelled to express our deep con- 
viction that he cannot be innocent in this matter — that he is 
not wholly blameless." Such, I take it to be, is the fair con- 
struction of the tenor of the result ! 

The reasons of the council, plainly given, were sensible, sub- 
stantial, valid reasons. They were, that the testimony was im- 
perfect; that the evidence was defective; that the witnesses 
were not produced before them because of the want of power in 
the council to compel attendance ; and that witnesses who were 
present refused to tell the whole truth. These were the very 
best of all reasons for doubt and indecision on the great and 
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chief matters in question. In their result, the council virtually 
admit that these imperfections and defects did exist, and that, 
but for these defects, — which neither the plaintiff nor the other 
side could remedy, hut which might he remedied before a tribu- 
nal more competent to elicit the truth, his innocence of the 
charge brought against him might be established, his character 
clearly vindicated, and his restoration to the ministry assured. 

Taking, then, the fair and natural view, that the result of 
the £xeter Council was a suspension, and not a deposition: 
taking the sober second thought of the council itself to that 
effect, as appears by the language of that decision, — what had 
the plaintiff a right to demand of the Suffolk South Associa- 
tion ? Most certainly he was entitled, by every consideration 
and upon every ground, to call for the rescission of that inju- 
rious and shuiderous vote which he demands here to«day. Had 
be not taken that course, he might well have followed the sug- 
gestion of his friend, Mr. Hayward, and retired to Michigan, 
there to seek a hiding-place, and that ^' boundless contiguity of 
shade " which the learned counsel speaks oL That would have 
been the course of one who was conscious that he was justly 
accused; — but it was not his, nor would have been that of any 
other innocent man. No I His language was this — ''I wiU 
go back, under the advice of my counsel, and show up the na- 
ture of this evidence, and expose the falsity of these charges 
against my character ; I will manifest my innocence in the most 
satisfactory, if not the only way, and I will still continue to labor 
in my Master's work ! " He does establish his innocence : for 
he goes before a jury, and they acquit him. What then ? He 
asks this Association to expunge from its records the false pre- 
amble and vote, passed upon him without his knowledge and in 
the very teeth of the facts ; and how is he met ? They tell him 
in the first place that they cannot rescind the vote till he has 
been restored to his standing in the church by the council 
which suspended him. ' What power had he to reassemble the 
council ? There was no special provision made for its reassem- 
bling, and therefore, as has already been shown, it was almost 
universally regarded by its former members as a defunct body. 
Certainly the plaintiff could take no effectual means to revive 
it. But what say the moderator and the scribe of that Exeter 
Council? Here is their declaration, signed by their own 
hands : — 

" Should {mother tribunal elicit new facta and put a new face upon things 
more farorable to Mr. Fairchild, none will more gladly hail the light than 
those who have now felt coiutnuned to vote against him. Should evi- 
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dence be prodnced effectiiig his entire excalpation, and setting; him fortb 
to the world as an innocent man, they woald haste, with unutterable 107, 
to re\'cr80 their present decision, and reckon him again among the faithful 
ministers of Jesus. But, till this he done, they abide by the act they hare 
passed. 

The subscribers consider themseWea as expressing the Tiews of the 
council in these remarks. ^ 

Baxiel Baka, Moderator, 
L. F. DiMMicK, Scribe." 

Well, this very course was taken. He went before another 
tribunal, submitted himself to trial, and was acquitted on the 
merits of the case. Why did not, then, these reverend gentle- 
men ^ haste, with unutterable joy, to reverse their decision," — 
or, if the Exeter Council was no longer in existence, to take 
measures for holding a new one of equal authority ? They did' 
nothing of the kind. Af)er that other tribunal had passed upon 
the matter, and established Mr. Fairchild's innocence, it is true 
that he did go to Dr. Dana and consult with him on this point 
Dr. Dana appeared willing personally, but meanwhile he had 
been led to entertfun doubts as to his power, arid as to anj fur- 
ther existence or power of that council. But, afterwards, there 
was another one held — the installing council at South Boston 
— which, on the ground of the plaintiff's triumphant vindica- 
tion before the jury, as connected with the result of the council 
at Exeter, declared him ^ in good standing as a minister of the 
gospel.** 

And if a council, composed as that was, — remonstrated with 
as that was, — should still see fit to go on and demonstrate the 
confidence of its members in Mr. Fairchild*s moral purity bj 
installing him over one of their churches, — surely it became 
the duty of 4his Suffolk Association so far to entertain some 
doubt of the infallibiiitj of their own judgment, — an infalli- 
bility beyond that claimed by Rome and the Vatican, — as at 
least to take from their records this foul and slanderous charge 
against a brother in the church, and a cruelly injured fellow 
man. Or if that were asking too much of them, they might at 
least have done away with the declaratory power of the vote, 
which asserts that Mr. Fairchild had been proved guilty of 
these scandalous crimes. Had thej even done that, there would 
have been some little grace in it; — but no, they could not even 
do that ; — they could not content themselves with the expulsion 
of the plaintiff from the Association (and, as I have before 
stated, he had, and has no wish to be restored to fellowship in 
it), but must go on deliberately to reaffirm the offensive lan« 
guage; to fix the stigma indelibly upon his character; and 
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ivone stall, to aggravate the injurj bj the additional charge that 
be was guilty of the gross crime of continued falsehood in per- 
sisting in denying the original charge up to that period. 

But, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, let us now inquire what 
possible justification there can* be for ihe gross verbal slander 
uttered upon the plaintiff bj the defendant, at the meeting of 
the Association in 1849 ? Where was the occasion for it, if 
the other allegations were true, and if, as claimed, there were 
sufficient ecclesiastical reasons for excluding the plaintiff, and 
refusing to rescind the vote ? I agree, that had the plaintiff 
been seeking readmission into the Association, and had the de- 
fendant known, or been satisfied, that he was guilty of having 
had a loathsome and a criminal disease, he might have commu- 
nicated what he knew to his brethren, and would have been 
protected in so doing. But the plainUff was before them for 
the single and simple purpose of procuring a rescission of that 
calumnious vote. That was the single question, as Rev. Mr. 
Dwight has testified. And thereupon the defendant, referring 
to a scroll which he held, spoke of it as containing evidence 
that Dr. Hayward had stated that Mr. Fairchild did have the 
disease in question ; on which Mr. Dwight remarked that if so, 
it was very different from what Dr. Hayward had told him ; — 
on which the defendant, as a clinching and conclusive reason, 
gave this medical story, — two of the members protesting 
against it as libellous. He had no privilege so to do for this 
purpose, upon the extremest ground of privilege taken by his 
counsel, and that being the case, he was bound, in order to jus- 
tify himself, to prove the truth of the statement ; to show that, 
in fact, the plaintiff did have the venereal disease. The learned 
counsel for the defence, to do them justice, do not pretend to 
rely on the fact that the story was true ; and therefore, if the 
plea of privilege be set aside, there is no ground of defence left. 
Now I undertake to say, not only that the stoiy was false, but 
that the reverend defendant had no reason whatever to believe 
it to be true ; on the contrary, he had every reason for believ- 
ing otherwise. What evidence is there that Dr. Hayward 
ever said he declined to attend Mrs. Fairchild on that account ? 
None has been produced. And I further undertake to say, if 
necessary to show malice, that the whole manner in which the 
disgusting story was got up, and the use which was made of it, 
are quite sufficient of themselves, even if the matter were a 
privileged one, to establish that degree of actual malice which 
the law requires to be proved. Why, what did he do ? This 
meeting was held in July, 1849, and they had on or before this 
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made some inquiry into this same matter. Thej met at New* 
'ton, and afterwards the business was farther discussed here. 
On both oecasions the defendant was present, and declared that 
Dr. Hajward had assured him he still remained of the same 
opinion as to Mr. Fairchild*s disease. According to Deacon 
Drake, too, the defendant returned to him theletter of Mr. Pat- 
ton, with the assurance that Dr. Hajward reaffirmed every 
word of the charge contained in that letter. Now the defend- 
ant went to Dr. Hayward about the time this correspondence 
was published, — the responsibility of the publication being 
shared by some of the best men in Mr. Fairchild's parish, — 
and the effect of the publication was to stimulate the defendant 
to give publicity to this medical story, or medical fact, as it is 
fisdsely called. Accordingly it was prepared by the reverend 
defendant and Rev. Mr. McClure, under the superintendence 
of the latter. The learned counsel attempts to justify the pub- 
lication, on the ground that it was called for by the plaintiff, or 
his friends. But did they publish what was called for ? Did 
they publish the whole of Rev. Mr. Patton's letter to Deacon 
Drake ? No, but a garbled extract from it, suppressing even 
the name of the physician, when that name was distinctly called 
for, — when the reason for asking it was given, — when, without 
the name, that physician could make no reply, and when his 
reply was the express and sole ground for requesting the 
letter. And subsequently, when his attention was called to it, 
Dr. Hayward assured the defendant that the extract, as pub- 
lished, was a gross perversion of his remarks. Dr. Hayward's 
testimony is, that the defendant called on him in January, 1847, 
and this *^ Medical Fact ** was published in February of the 
same year, according to Mr. McClure. Now let us see what 
Dr. Hayward's deposition is, as taken in April, 1847. I quote 
portions of Dr. Hayward's answers, with such of the interroga- 
tories as are essential to an understanding of this matter. 

Had Mr. Fairchild at that time been known to be a licen- 
tious man, should you have doubted that the disease was gonor- 
rhoea? 

Ans, I might have doubted^ although it would then have been 
much more probable that it was gonorrhoea. 

This case occurred in March, 1833, and Mr. Fairchild, tcn^ 
der the treatment which I adopted^ recovered as rapidly as pa- 
tients usually do under similar, difficulties. I never entertained 
a suspicion of the improper nature of the disease from that time 
until the summer of 1844. About that time I was at a medical 
dubi when it was mentioned by one of the company that it was 
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Stated in the Mercantile Journal, thai Mr. Fairchild had com- 
mitted suicide at Exeter. It was farther stated that this was 
owing to a discovery of something about his licentious practices, 
or something to that effect I cannot now state precisely what. 
I expressed my surprise at this, and stated that I had never 
known or heard any thing unfavorable to his character, having 
been his family physician, and acquainted with him for a num- 
ber of years. Then one of the company said that he had been 
guilty of these practices for a long time, and stated some cir- 
cumstance to show that he had been guilty of them. Upon this 
I remarked that if this were true, Mr. Fairchild probably had 
gonorrhcea some years ago, when I attended him for inflamma- 
tion o£ the bladder. 

Please state whether you have ever seen any symptoms of 
gonorrhoea when you knew no other disease existed but inflam- 
mation of the bladder ? 

Ans. Yes, sir, I have. 

Will you please state in detail what took place when Mr. 
Fairchild called* upon you from the time when he first came, 
what he said ; and, in fact, all that passed up to the time of his 
cure* 

Am. Mr. Fairchild called upon me, and consulted me. I do 
not remember at this distance of time, whether it was at my 
bouse or his own. He stated that he had a severe affection of 
the urinary organs ; that was the amount of it I don't remem- 
ber what terms he used. He attributed it to getting wet and 
taking cold coming up from Newburyport. He spoke of it un- 
concernedly, as of any other complaint At my second inter- 
view, I spoke to Mr. Fairchild, and he replied as stated by me 
in my direct examination. His reply disarmed all my suspicion, 
and I banished it from my mind, and I thought I had made a 
mistake : and I never recurred to it again, until as above stated 
in 1844. The complaint was freely spoken of by him, and no 
secret made of it in the family ; and I recollect particularly that 
when I ordered leeches, Mr. Blasland, the apothecary, ppocured 
and applied them. 

When Mr. Fairchild came to yon did he affect secrecy at all ? 
or did he make any request of secrecy on your part at any 
time? 

Am. He did not ; nor ever made the least allusion of the kind. 

Did you ever see, hear, or know any thing which would lead 
JOQ to think Mr. Fairchild other than a pure-minded man, ex- 
cept the remarks which may have been made to you by others 
speaking against him ? 

23 
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Ans, No, I never did. 

Was not jour remark at the medical club, in relation to Mr. 
Fairchild, based wholly and solely upon the positive and per- 
haps vehement statements of others to the effect that without 
doubt Mr. Fairchild was or had for a long time been guilty of 
licentious practices? 

Ans. Yes, sir : it was so. 

Have you not found such symptoms in patients when it was 
impossible that they should have arisen from an impure connec- 
tion? 

Am, Yes, sir. ImpossiUe is a very strong word. But I 
mean where I had not the slightest doubt, and where I had no 
reason to doubt, as in children, and in some instances in men. 

Enough has been quoted from that offensive doca- 
ment to let the reader see the miry foundation on which 
Dr. Adams stood when he was so busily employed in 
propagating that slander about me, and from the just 
penalty of which he sought and found protection behind 
the statute of limitations ! That part of the deposition 
which states the fact of Dr. Adams having brought Dr. 
Hayward the letter of Mr. Patton, and from which he 
erased and struck out in various places with his pencil 
whatever was objectionable, I have already quoted and 
commented on in another chapter. 

Now, may it please the referees, I submit that it is clear 
from the whole of the testimony of Dr. Hayward, that the de- 
fendant had ascertained from him previous to the publication of 
the letter, that certain corrections ought to be made before it 
was printed, and that he is therefore responsible for the false 
. statements it contained. Mr. McClure says he adopted every 
suggestion made by the defendant except one, and therefore, if 
he be not responsible for the whole of the publication, he clearly 
is 80 for these misrepresentations of Dr. Hayward's statements. 
It is said in the letter as published, that the doctor found no in^ 
Jlammattan, but the usual signs of gonorrhoscu Dr. Hayward cor- 
rected the statement, declaring that he ^tW find inflammation, with 
some of the symptoms of that disease. He also struck out the 
assertion that hs still privaidy believed as cU first, as well as all 
the remainder of the letter. Dr. Hayward's testimony through- 
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out is perfectly consistent and straightforward. He states all 
the way through that the symptoms were equivocal; that thej 
might have been produced by a criminal connection ; but, on 
the other hand, that they might be exhibited in the case of the 
purest and most virtuous man living. And what construction 
is to be put on the fact that Mr. Fairchild's case showed thi^se 
equivocal symptoms ? The harshest possible ? Is that the rule 
of Christian charity or common justice ? It was not Dr. Hay- 
ward's rule ; for how did he treat his patient ? For gonorrhoea ? 
no, — but in a mode he never would have dared to adopt had 
that been the disease. He says further, — that even had Mr. 
Fairchild been known to be a licentious man, he might have 
doubted as to the character of his malady. And he never en- 
tertained a suspicion of the improper nature of the disease after 
the plaintiff's assurance to him ; and it was not till he heard the 
positive and repeated assertions of Mr. Fairchild's known and 
long continued guilty practices, that he said that the disease was 
then probably the gonorrhoea. And now I ask the referees, in 
all fairness, to judge of Dr. Hay ward's opinion expressed under 
such circumstances, and to say whether it is not the most cruel 
and pitiless persecution, at this -distant day, to attempt to sub- 
stantiate from it the infamous charge contained in this so 
eaXLed Medical Fact All the circumstances, — the concurrent 
testimony of numberless medical authorities, that the purest 
person in the world is liable to exhibit the same symptoms, — 
Dr. Hayward's statement of the case of another patient of his 
whom he knew to be an innocent man, and who was yet simi- 
larly affected, — his treatment of Mr. Fairchild, — the fact that 
no concealment was attempted or thought of by my client, — 
that he made no secret of his complaint, but went openly to his 
family physiciany — that he informed his wife of his trouble, 
and what it was, — that the remedies, the leeches ordered by 
the physician, were applied by the family apothecary, — all 
these uncontradicted circumstances conclusively show a con- 
sciousness of innocence on the plaintiff's part which he could not 
have manifested had he really been the subject of a criminally 
contracted disease-. 

Yet, here is a man, a clergyman of the church of Christ, 
pursued and hunted down without remorse, upon a charge 
which was not only false, but which those who pursued him 
with it had* every reason to believe to be unfounded and un- 
true. 

More still, — his whole life has been ransacked for the dis- 
covery of every little departure from the strictest morality. 
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from which the best of us are not wholly exempt, — but with a 
want of success, which ought to silence forever the tongue of 
slander. I question whether there be one, even amongst these 
reverend gentlemen themselves, whose past life, if raJked and 
sifted from boyhood up, as that of the plaintiff's has been, 
would not need a more charitable judgment than they have 
vouchsafed to him. ^ 

The defendant cannot escape the responsibility of that infa- 
mous publication, the " Medicsd Fact" He does not attempt to 
deny his knowledge of it beforehand ; a fact conclusively 
proved by the testimony of Mr. McGlure. No less conclusive 
is the evidence that he had ample proof to satisfy a fair and 
unprejudiced mind of the utter worthlessness and falsity of the 
story. That most clearly appears from Dr. Hayward's whole 
deposition, — from the letter itself, with the alterations distinctly 
pointed out; from the certificate of Or. Hay ward, containing 
the substance of his letters to the plaintiff, which were exhibited 
to the defendant, and from Deacon Drake's letter to Dr. Hay- 
ward, — the last document attached to the deposition which art- 
fully but unsuccessfully concludes with a monitory admonition 
to Dr. Hay ward, not to deny the false version of his conversar 
tion contained in the pamphlet 

All this was before the publication of the '^ Medical Fact," 
and the defendant knew of it alL If not, where is the perti- 
nency of the argument that the publication was not malicious 
in itself, because it was in answer to a call for the letter as it 
was originally written, and not for the corrected copy? But 
the call was for the whole letter, and not the garbled extracts, 
suppressing Dr. Hay ward's name, and thereby preventing every- 
body else from ascertaining the falsehood of that, which the 
plaintiff himself had found to be untrue. The terms in which 
the publication of the letter is called for are plain enough : — 

I read from the published correspondence, page 42, note : — 
^* Since writing the above, a copy of Mr. Patton's letter has 
been put into our hands. We are now more anxious than ever 
that Deacon Drake should publish it And we renew the as- 
surance that no civil prosecution shall be commenced against 
him for so doing by us or our pastor. But we give him* no 
such assurance, if he continues to show it privately to indi- 
* viduals. We advise him to cease at once from that plan of 
operation to injure Mr. Fairchild. Deacon Drake Ifas no more 
right to put into the hands of others, or to read to them in pri- 
vate, a false and libellous letter, though written by another, 
than if it were written by himself. And we now tell him (and 
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we know what we say) that every time he shows that letter, or 
repeats its contend to another, he is guilty of bearing false wit- 
ness against his neighbor. We consent to its publication, 
because Dr. Hay ward will then be called upon in justice to 
himself as well as to Mr. Fairchild, to point out its falsehoods^ 
and tell the true story to the world, as he has already told it to 
many persons who have called on him for information." ^ 

But there is one avowal on the part of the Rev. witness, 
Mr. McClure, respecting the publication of this pamphlet, 
which settles the question of the defendant's motives, and gives 
its true character to the whole transaction. For what pur- 
pose, — with what object was it concocted and published ? 

This witness testifies, that it was prepared and published in 
the expectation that Mr. Fairchild would institute a prosecution 
for a libel, and then they could prove its truth in justification, 
by compelling Dr. Hayward to testify upon his oath. And 
that the defendant recommended the withholding of certain 
other evidence, as it could be used with more effect upon«uch a 
prosecution. But a prosecution against whom ? Themselves ? 
Oh ho, — Deacon Drake was to be the scapegoat to encounter 
the perils of the law ; and so his name was affixed to the docu- 
ments which the defendant evidently designed should operate as 
the death-warrant of the plaintiff as to his character and stand- 
ing in the ministry, and even in decent society. The plot, how- 
ever, did not succeed ; but Dr. Hayward has testifi^ and we 
have the result. 

Now, what a specimen of high-toned Christian morality does 
this transaction exhibit ? Will the Rev. defendant undertake to 
justify it ? Will he say that it was just and right towards Mr. 
Fairchild, — even supposing him to be the guiltiest man in the 
world ? Was it in the spirit of their gentle Master that these 
two clerical gentlemen *^ took sweet counsel together " to draw 
the plaintiff into a trap ? Why, Mr. Chairman, if any two 
members of our profession were detected in such a scheme, it 
would as effectually consign them to Coventry, as if they had 
committed forgery or picked a pocket And if this be the 
principle and practice of modem Orthodox Congregationalism 
amongst its teachers, it is no exaggeration to say that the grad- 
uates of St Omers have found some formidable rivals in their 
own tactics, among their Protestant brethren. 

Another fact of similar complexion is disclosed by the testi- 
mony. The defendant states, in March, that something very 
important is soon to come out which will settle the question of 
Mr. Fairchild*8 criminality. But that important something, as 

23* 
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Mr. McClure testifies, proved to be an abortion. The defendant 
writer to a lady in Pittston, Mrs. Jewett, to obtain the particu- 
lars of some alleged intercourse between plaintiff in his jouth, 
more than thirty years ago, and a young lady with whom he 
was then supposed to be intimate. Now, if a man's whole life 
from boyhood to old age, is thus to be raJced over in search of 
boyish indiscretions, — then God help all of us. But what sat- 
isfaction did the defendant get ? Mrs. Jewett replies to him, 
that she knew nothing, and never had known any thing what- 
ever, against Mr. Kairchild's moral character, as she certainly 
must have known, had these accusations been founded in fact, 
yet still the Rev. defendant is not content He writes a second 
letter, telling her that she can have no doubt of the great wick- 
edness of Mr. Fairchild, and insisting, under a promise to keep 
her name secret, that she knows something \^hich it is her duty 
to the church io disclose ; to which she again replies with more 
emphasis than before, that she knew of nothing against him. 
Baffled and foiled in his attempt to find matter of accusation 
against his brother, the Beverend defendant, — instead of going 
to Dr. Burgess, Mr. Smith, the members of his own church, 
and others, among whom had been scattered these ambiguous 
voices respecting this Fittston story, and acquainting them with 
the contradiction of it, — he keeps his mouth sealed, — suffers 
the calumny to go on and produce whatever impression it 
may, — and actively aids in the publication of this ''Medical 
Fact" Do not all these circumstances prove the actual malice 
entertained by the defendant towards Mr. Fairchild ? if, indeed, 
we ought npt to adopt another scarcely more creditable suppo- 
sition, — that he had so far and so completely committed him- 
self to a determined hostility to the plaintiff, that, in the stub- 
bornness of his nature, his mind and heart had been effectually 
hardened agunst all impressions that did not deepen his original 
conviction of the plaintifi^s guilt 

The defendant's unrelenting persistency in endeavoring to 
impress upon the minds of others a belief in the plaintiff's great 
wickedness, when there can be no. pretence that the defendant 
was in the discharge of any legal or moral duty, is shown by a 
class of facts which I can only glance at in passing, without 
commenting upon thein as they deserve. 

Of this class is the testimony of Mr. Tracy to the conversa- 
tion of the defendant with him in the cars : volunteered, as he 
states, by the defendant to one who was a stranger to the plain- 
tiff, and not a member of the defendant's church or congrega- 
tion, — that ^ the plaintiff was bad enough to go out of the 
"world with a lie upon hi^ lips." 
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To Mrs. Jordan, also, he represented ^ die plaintiff's moral 
diaracter as the worst of any person's he ever knew." He said 
to her, that he could not grant a letter to a church under a man 
of such a character, and that his impression was, that in six 
months' time, something would come out against Mr. Fairohild 
worse than anj thing yet, and she would heartily thank him for 
refusing a letter. He said that when this matter did come out, 
Mr. Fairchild's church would dwindle away, and not be known 
as a church. She, it is true, was a member of the defendant's 
church ; and it has been said here, that it was his duty to keep 
his flock from the wol£ But had he discharged that duty? 
Mrs. Jordan says, that when she reminded him that he had 
known of her attending upon Mr. Fairchild's preaching for 
more than six months, and had passed her door three or four 
times a week, without even warning her of the danger she was 
in from the influence of such a person as he described the plain- 
tiff to be, his reply was, that '^ he was not responsible for the 
places of worship which the members of his church chose to 
frequent. They went where they pleased." No ; it was only 
when they desired to connect themselves with the plaintiff's 
church, and to leave his own, that the defendant felt bound to 
warn them of their danger. 

Of the same character are the statements of the reverend 
defendant in his church meetings, as testified to by Messrs. 
Williams and Lane. Mr. Williams says that Mr. Adams stated 
that there would be some developments in relation to the early 
history of Mr. Furchild, and that there were certain documents 
to be published which, when seen, would convince those to whom 
be was speaking, that Mr. Fairchild was the guiltiest man that 
walked the streets of Boston. 

Mr. Lane's testimony is much the same. He says, that Mr. 
Adams stated, that he had rather resign his pastoral office, than 
sign a letter of recommendation to Mr. Fairchild's church. He 
spoke of a communication made on shipboard, which had been 
conveyed to him by letter, and which, when published, would 
place Mr. Fairchild's guilt in such a light, that others would 
believe as well as he ; but that he should not be instrumental in 
its publication. How far his instrumentality was concerned in 
its publication, is evinced by the getting up of the <' Medical 
Fact." 

Bev. Mr. Winslow, who is not a member of the defendant's 
church, nor of the same clerical association, testifies to a conver- 
sation he had with him, in which he said to Mr. Adams, that as 
Mr. Fairchild had been acquitted by a higher tribunal than the 
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ecclesiastical council, the hand of fellowship should now be 
extended to him ; to which Mr. Adams replied that he was of a 
different opinion, and would rather resign his office than sign a 
letter of dismission and recommendadon to Mr. Fairchild's 
church. 

Rev. Dr. Gilbert testifies that some of his parishioners had 
expressed a wish that he would exchange with Mr. Fairchild, 
and that he consulted Mr. Adams on the subject, and that Mr. 
Adams said to him, perhaps, before 70U do that, you will wish 
to go to the Register of Deeds' office, and see Mr. Hajward's affi- 
davit. I asked why it was there recorded. He said it referred 
to a bad disease of Mr. Fairchild's. And although the witness 
did not go to examine the affidavit, this information from the 
reverend defendant was quite enough to prevent him from pro- 
posing an exchange with the plaintiff. 

Of the same character was the defendant's conversation with 
CoL Vinson, whose clear, decided, and intelligent manner of tes- 
tifying to the circumstances under which the plaintiff denied all 
intercourse with Rhoda Davidson, renders it difficult to see how 
the defendant could have supposed he meant to make a distinc- 
tion between criminal intercourse and the paternity of the child. 
Col. Vinson's attention was directed to this very distinction, — 
and he swears that the plaintiff's denial was as prompt, and as 
comprehensive, as innocence could conceive, or language ex- 
press. There was one remark of the defendant testified to by 
CoL Vinson, to which I wish to call the particular attention of 
the referees, when they are considering the question of the de- 
fendant's motives : ^ Dr. Adams said, even if he were innocent 
it would be hard to make the people believe it" May we not, in 
this remark, find a key to the motives which prompted his 
whole subsequent conduct towards the plaintiff? And it is 
enough for me to say that this moral cowardice which could 
balance the world's opinion against the rights of a brother and 
the cause of truth, might well be the parent of a cruel and piti- 
less persecution. 

It was my purpose to have commented more at length than I 
am able to do, upon the important testimony of Mr. Hay ward. 
I can find no possible mode of reconciling it with the ground 
now taken by the defence with respect to the defendant's mo- 
tives. Mr. Ebenezer Hayward swears, that upon two occasions^ 
in the autumn of 1844, the reverend defendant assured hiin 
that << if the plaintiff would return from Exeter to Boston and 
take his trial, and was acquitted by a jury of his country and 
the laws of the land, hie pulpU should be open to himJ* These 
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declarations, be it remembered, were made after he bad de- 
Dounced him as ^ hell," and as ^ more licentious than Aaron 
Burr." Well, the plaintiff did return, — took his trial, and was 
acquitted, as Mr. Bond, a most intelligent member of the jury 
testifies, not upon anj technical ground, but upon the merits of 
the case, because the juiy believed him to be, not only legally 
but moraUy innocent, ^d the manner in which the defendant 
has redeemed his pledge has been, not as he had promised, — 
not as he had repeatedly and solemnly assured my client that he 
would do, by opening his own pulpit to him, but by making con- 
stant and unceasing efforts to close every other pulpit against 
him, — by refusing to dismiss members of his church upon 
their own urgent request, to that of the plaintiff, — by remon* 
strating against his installation, — by endeavorhig to poison the 
public mind against him, and thus make his acquittal by a jury 
tantamount to a conviction, — and by holding out to the Rev. 
Dr. Woods the peril in which he was placing his own well-earned 
reputation, as first among the Orthodox clergy of New England, 
if he yielded to his' conviction of Christian duty, and ventured 
to aid in the plaintiff's installation. In what honorable contrast 
to the spirit exhibited by the defendant, was that of this learned 
and venerated member of the church of Christ No paltry fear 
of the world*8 censorious and unjust judgment could move him 
against his own judgment of what was due to an oppressed 
and persecuted friend. 

And now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, although I have 
quite exhausted the little strength with which I commenced this 
address to you, there are one or two unexpected topics which 
have been introduced into the defence, to which, before I close, 
I wish to ask your attention. We have all heard the repeated 
statements of the learned counsel as to the kindly manner in 
which this controversy has throughout been carried on by the 
defendant, and the friendly feelings which ever influenced him 
up to the time when he became convinced that it was his duty 
and the duty of the church to see to it, that the plaintiff was no 
longer continued in the ministry. It cannot be denied that a 
change did occur in Mr. Adams's feelings towards Mr. Fair- 
child. At any rate it is true that when such a change of feel- 
ing does occur between friends, — when the milk of human 
kindness does become so curdled, — there is no enemy like a 
former friend. 

** Earth has no corse like love to hatred tamed 1 " 

Ought not the reverend defendant to entertain some distroat 
as to Uie correctness of the course he has taken when thus ex- 
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po.Hcd to the danger of being guided by his resentments rather 
than by the truth ? He does not know — he never can know, 
till the last great trial appointed for us all — how much his con- 
duct towards Mr. Fairchiid has been influenced by that change 
in his feelings. In the note of page 52 of the pamphlet, 
** Iniquity Unfolded," there is direct reference on Mr. Fair- 
child's part to the testimony of the defendant before the Exeter 
Council, and the defendant's own subsequent comments upon iL 
He says, ^ But I love Mr. Adams still. We have taken sweet 
counsel together, and deeply sympathized with each other. He 
was my chosen preacher at my installation in Exeter, and I do 
trust that we shall yet meet in heaven, where he will be con- 
vinced, if not before, that his impressions were groundless. 
But while he remains in the flesh, and has around him a be- 
loved wife and children, I do fervently pray that his character 
and standing in the ministry may never be taken from him by 
false witnesses, or by any one testifying to his own impressions. 
It did seem to me at the time that he was reserved by my pros- 
ecutors as the last witness against me, to render my acquittal by 
the council hopeless. Whether so designed or not, such was 
the effect beyond all dispute. 

^ I think it due to Mr. Adams to state that the morning afler 
he had been testifying to his impressions, he called on me. 
During our conversation he said, * I think I hurt myself more 
last evening than I did you; and I now say to you, don't 
despond. If the council should condemn you, and you are inno- 
cent, take courage. Grod will yet make a way for it to appear.' 
I then remarked, < Brother Adams, how coiUd you have misap- 
prehended me so? ' He replied, * Well, I think that your declara- 
tions, when you supposed yourself to be dying, ought to be set 
off against it.' And when he arose to go, the last words he 
uttered, as he closed the door, were, ' Do write me, brother.' " 

Shortly afler this, when Captain Tracy referred to the dying 
declarations of Mr. Fairchiid, as proof of his innocence, the 
reverend defendant remarked that ^ he was bad enough to go 
out of the world with a lie upon his lips." 

But now it is said by the learned counsel that there was to be 
found reasonable provocation for the course pursued by his cli- 
ent, in the statements contained in the book of Mr. Fairchiid, 
entitled " Correspondence," etc That, however, is an insuffi- 
cient answer, for the same libellous statements were made before 
that publication appeared. They certainly were made to Dr. 
Burgess, if not to several others. It was a most strange decla- 
ration at the time, which the defendant made to Dr. Burgess, on 
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seeing Mr. Fairchild pass, — "there goes hell," — and again, 
** there is nothing in the whole historj of the amours of the 
licentious Aaron Burr worse than in the conduct of Mr. Fair- 
child." To get over the obvious inconsistency of remarks Hke 
these, with the positions now taken, ^they endeavor to throw a 
shade on Dr. Burgess's evidence, by holding him up as a friend 
16 the plaintiff. He was called in the opening of the defence, a 
"compurgator," now he is a "friend." Yes, I thank him, 
wherever he is, that he has remained a true and steadfast 
friend, through the severe and stem and sad storm of persecu- 
tion by which the plaintiff has been assailed. But it is a ques- 
tion of time only, and the proof is, that these declaration^ were 
made by the defendant before the publication of the correspon- 
dence. 

I do not feel called upon to argue more at length those other 
matters which have been made the subjects of such elaborate 
discussion, and the theme of so much vituperative eloquence, 
by my distinguished friend, — the letter to Rhoda Davidson, — 
the payment of the money, — the distinction between paternity 
and intercourse, in the plaintiff^s denial of the charges made 
against him, and his silence when the defendant put the inquiry 
respecting his innocence. But I do call attention to the fact 
that all this has been most un&irly treated, both by the defend- 
ant and his counsel. They have cruelly mbconstrued the 
whole. They ask why, if Mj*. Fairchild were innocent, he did 
not take legal advice. We offered evidence that at that very 
time he did apply to Bradford Sumner, Esq., and would have 
shown, had we been permitted, why he did not proceed to take 
legal steps towards the conspirators against him. But they ob- 
jected, and the evidence was not admitted. May I not say, 
therefore, with justice, that their subsequent course of comment 
and argument has been most harsh and un£ur ? 

As to the point that the plaintiff did not deny the charge 
when the question was put to him by the defendant, I admit 
that if the inquiry was put as stated, and Mr. Fairchild delib 
erately declin^ to reply, — that fact might raise a grave doubt 
in the mind of the interrogator, which would require decisive 
proof of innocence to remove. 

Now, Col. Vinson declares that Mr. Fairchild had already, 
the day before, made a clear and explicit denial, not only of 
the paternity of the child, but of any criminal intercourse with 
the girl. That night the defendant went to South Boston, and 
upon his return apprised the plaintiff that a prosecution was im- 
pending over him. He had had no sleep for two or three 
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nights, and his nerves were completely unstrong. This terrible 
accusation was staring him in the face, and he believed his ene- 
mies were moving in the matter of his arrest. When the letter 
to Rhoda Davidson was shown to him, he unhesitatingly said, 
^ Tes, I wrote it ; but where was the first letter ? " Mr. Adam9 
replied that it had been destroyed. Mr. Fairchild immediately 
expressed his deep regret, for in that letter he had charged it 
home upon her as hard as he could, and if produced and taken 
in connection with this, would have afforded a simple and dear 
explanation of the language in the second. 

In the light thus reflected on the missing letter, is seen the 
true import of that misinterpreted and much abused statement 
in the second letter. ^ What has been done cannot be undcme." 
Most evidently the plaintiff is speakiug of htr conduct, and not 
of his own. The language, in its connection, is restricted in its 
application to htr conduct, and hers imly. The plaintiff refers 
to her conduct as plainly in the past as in the future, and with- 
out a word implying or hinting at such a meaning as has wan- 
tonly been tortured into it. And do not the circumstances both 
warrant and require the restriction which the language itself 
implies ? ^ What has been done cannot be undone." The 
plaintiff's having previously charged herewith extorting money 
from him by false pretences, and the fact that she was then the 
mother of an illegitimate child, furnish sufficient scope for the 
plaintiff's remark, to say nothing of other offences for which she 
had need of forgiveness. 

It seems, however, unnecessary to aigue this matter any 
further, since the letter itself has already been submitted to 
another tribunal, and passed upon to the plaintiffs complete ex- 
culpation. But the learned counsel on the other side having, 
as I contend, very unfairly forced it into the present case, as 
well as many other things which have been adjudicated in 
another court, you will indulge me in a few words more of 
comment on this noted letter, especially since the counsel fbr 
the defence has asserted in his argument, that it proves my cli- 
ent to be a liar, and the instigator of falsehood in others. And 
how does he sustain this grave charge ? He first quotes from 
the letter this expression: ^If any question should ever be 
asked respecting the matter, I shall be ignorant of the whole 
subject, and so must you be." But would this necessarily be 
wrong ? To be ignorant, says an able commentator, must mean 
to appear ignorant of it ; and has not a man a right to appear 
ignorant of what would involve him in unjust suspicion, and 
perhaps utter, but undeserved ruin ? The laws of conscience 
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do not bind a man to disclose all he knows. lie may have and 
keep his secrets, if he does not tell a falsehood in doing it 

Again : the defendant's counsel endeavored to prove that the 
plaintiff had instructed others to lie, because he charged the girl 
4ind her father that, if any one should guess him, they were to 
clear him at once. To clear him from what ? Why, evidently 
from being the father of the child. And if he was not the 
father, as he had affirmed from the beginning, they would only 
be telling ike truth in clearing him. The idea that he urges them 
to tell a falsehood, assumes that he is the father of the child. 
To say that he required them to acquit him at the expense of 
truth, is, first to pronounce him guilty, — a position which has 
not even been assumed in the present case. 

Again : the defendant says that when he put the inquiry as 
to his guHt or innocence, the plaintiff was calm and cool, read- 
ing a newspaper ; that he declined to answer, but turning to his 
wife, said, the carriage had come, and it was time to go. 

How can the defendant, or any one else, know how calm and 
cool he was ? The evidence of Dr. Perry, as competent a judge 
as could be produced upon this point, shows, conclusively, tlmt 
he was then on the verge of insanity, from which, within twenty- 
four hours of that interview with the defendant, he made the 
fearful plunge into an attempted suicide. '* As clear a case of 
insanity," says Dr. Perry, " as I ever witnessed." And this was 
a matter about which, with his great experience, Dr. Perry 
could not be deceived. 

In his letter to the defendant, on page 10 of the published cor- 
respondence, the plaintiff gave the following natural account 
of this matter : '^ Tou stated to the council at Exeter, that the 
next morning after yon had read to me the papers containing 
the charges, you asked me, in the most solemn manner, to de^ 
clare to you my innocence or guilt, and that I said nothing. 
And you further stated, that if I had then solemnly affirmed my 
innocence, you would have ^ stood by me to the death." But as 
I did not thus affirm it, your impressions were against me. I 
would here ask you, in all kindness, whether you can justify 
yourself in thus yielding to impressions, which are the most de- 
ceptive things imaginable ? Just look at my circumstances at 
that time. I was then very greatly excited, — my nerves were 
unstrung, — I had not been able to sleep during two or three 
preceding nights, — I did not know but that an officer might ar« 
rest me on the spot, (for I was then wholly unacquainted with 
the forms of law in such cases,) — having in my possession no 
evidence by which I could impeach those witnesses, — with a 

24 
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mind (as events soon proved) in an incipient state of derange- 
ment, and wholly intent on one object ; and that was the arrival 
of the carriage to convej me to the depot Such was mj con- 
dition when you say that yon proposed to me the question. Can 
you wonder that I should have no distinct recollection of your 
asking me the question, or of any thing which then transpired ? 
Besides, when you read to me the charges on the preceding day, 
in the presence of several witnesses, I had affirmed my inno- 
cence in the most unequivocal manner, and without any mental 
reservation whatever. Had I been perfectly calm and collected 
when you proposed the question the next morning, it is very 
probable that I should have * answered you to never a word,' 
on the ground that one solemn asseveration ought to have satis- 
fied you, and that to press the matter any further was an im« 
I^ied distrust of my veracity, — an implication which, I doubt 
not, yon would have felt, in like circumstances, as keenly as my- 
self." 

And how does the Rev. defendant reply to him? I submit 
the fairness of this reply to the judgment of the referees. He 
says, on page 27, — ^ Now what do you think my opinion of 
you must have been, when I found you capable of saying in 
your pamphlet that when I stated to you the fears of the ref- 
erees, and you made no answer, yon think a parallel case is to 
be found in the conduct of Jesus before Pontius Pilate, who 
^ answered never a word, insomuch that the governor marvelled 
greatly,' — you, the innocent Jesus, and I your accuser, prose- 
cutor, and judge. What opinion must I have had of you, on 
reading that paragraph, knowing all the facts as I did ? 

**' But this was not worse in its impression on me than the 
reasons you assign for your silence. You were filled with in- 
dignant resentment, that you should be suspected of prevarica- 
tion! It was this which made you hold your peace as Jesus did 
before his impious heathen judge. You know, — I say you 
know, — that, at that moment, you were not capable of enter- 
taining such feeling towards me and the other referees. 

^ But in the next sentence you say that the reason why yoa 
did not speak was, you had passed two sleepless nights, — you 
were on the borders of derangement, — you feared an arrest, — 
were afraid the carriage might not come ; and in such a condi- 
tion of body and mind, it is not strange that you should not have 
had strength or presence of mind enough to reply to my sug- 
gestion. 

^ Now, which of these two explanations is the true one, — the 
indignant resentment, or the prostration of your power of atteo* 
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tion ? for you know that the two states of mind could not coex- 
ist. Did you deliberately and purposely act like the injured 
Jesus, and hold your peace ? or were you so unstrung that you 
could not think, or feel, or act at all ? If you say the former, it is 
contradicted by your feelings of kindness and confidence towards 
me. If you say the latter, how could you dare insinuate the 
former, and venture to use such a comparison ? If you say both, 
no one will believe you." 

Why, the latter is the true explanation. Rev. Interrogator ! 
It would almost seem to require, on the part of the reader, a 
wilful purpose to misconstrue and pervert a plain statement, to 
have given to it any other construction. 

If, indeed, the plaintiff had been as cool and self-collected as 
the defendant represented, ailer his solemn and explicit denial of 
the charge, the repetition of the question by kis friend the fol- 
lowing morning, might well have suggested to him the painful 
and distressing thought that his veracity was doubted I Might 
he not have said to himself, in anguish of spirit, "' if my friend, in 
this hour of agony, fails me, then Heaven help me ; there is no 
one else I can look to^ and nothing is left but despair I " Or might 
he not feel justly indignant at the doubt and insult implied by 
the very question itself? Neither of these two states of feeling, 
in such circumstances, would have been unnatural or incredible. 
But such was not the plaintiff's condition. He was pros- 
trate, shattered, beaten to the earth by the weight of a false ac- 
cusation, which he knew not then how to meet, and his expla- 
nation does not need a large measure of charity to give it cre- 
dence. 

The kindness and forbearance with which the counsel claims 
that this defence has been conducted towards the plaintiff, has 
been exemplified in the attempt to fasten upon him the author* 
ship of the anonymous letters offered in evidence. This attempt 
having utterly faaled, you are now asked by the defendant's coun- 
sel to withdraw them from consideration. I trust that you will 
still consider them, so far at least as they tend to throw light on 
the spirit with which the plaintiff has been pursued. What 
prompted the defendant to introduce them ? He had been my 
client's friedd for years, — he knew his handwriting as well as 
he did his own, — and his mind and vision must indeed have 
been tortured and twisted by a jealousy unworthy of him, to 
have suggested for a moment that the plaintiff was the author 
of those letters. But, fortunately, we had the power of control- 
ling this testimony of the experts. My learned friends having 
Bubmitted those letters to my examination, the moment I exhib- 
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ited them to the plaintiff he recognized the handwriting. Wo 
showed them to the author's son, residing in this citj. He re- 
cognized them as his father's, and produced several from him, 
the handwriting of which was identical with these. 

My associate at once caused a message to be telegraphed to 
Philadelphia, the residence of the Rev. Mr. Wells, the author 
of the letters, and he appeared on the stand before you, and ac- 
knowledged them to be his own. And now, among the many 
providences which have sustained the plaintiff through the sharp 
experiences of a chequered life, may he not regard this as one ? 
Suppose he had not recognized the writing, or could not have 
discovered the author, — the testimony of Messrs Gould and 
Smith, the experts, would have settled the matter, and the de- 
fence would have succeeded in the attempt to cast a last, a deep, 
but unfounded stain on the plaintiff's character. 

And now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the case is in your 
hands. ' I regret, exceedingly, that my client has been subjected 
to the necessity of seeking my professional aid at all, and still 
more that I have been compelled to render it in a state of health 
unfit to do justice to his cause. I can only say, in conclusion, 
that he has come to you, under the advice of wise and learned 
counsel, to obtain a recognition of his just rights. It is true that 
your award in his favor cannot compel the defendant and his 
association to rescind their injurious and defamatory vote ; bat 
it will be a declaration of your opinion that it was a needless 
and a cruel slander, the moral influence of which must lead to 
its rescission. And you can also award him such damages as will 
indemnify him for the expenses which he has been compelled to 
incur, in this last effort to rescue his character from unmerited 
obloquy, and to shield himself from a bitter and relentless per- 
secution. 
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CHAPTER XXIV. 

Thb referees had listened to this powerful and con- 
vincing argument, and so had the spectators ; and, how- 
ever slight may have been the impression made by it on 
the minds of the former, the latter were deeply im- 
pressed, and fully persuaded, that if justice were done. 
Dr. Adams would not only be declared guilty, but 
mulct ifi heavy damages. There seemed to be but one 
voice as to the result among foes as well as friends. 
Even Mr. McClure, Dr. Adams's coadjutor in the Medi- 
cal Fact affair, said to a friend of mine, that I should get 
the case. Dr. Woods, who was present during the whole 
trial, felt so confident of a favorable issue, that he wrote 
me a kind note congratulating me in advance, and cau- 
tioned me against undue excitement, fearing that the re- 
action might be injurious. 

It would seem that the referees were not long in mak- 
ing up their award. It was signed, sealed, and deliv- 
ered to the clerk of the court to be opened at the next 
November term, but might be opened sooner by agree- 
ment of parties. We found that Mr. Hubbard was 
willing on bis part to have it opened ; but the referees 
must first be paid for their services. And it was agreed 
that the expenses should be equally divided between Dr. 
Adams and myself, and that the one against whom the 
decision was made, should refund to the other the 
amount which he had advanced. On the 14th day of 
August the seal was broken, and the award declared, 
which closes with these words : " The question of the guilt 

24* 
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or innocence of the plaintiff, not being submitted to ns, 
we have not considered that question." When I read 
this I exclaimed in utt«r amazement, — "Not consider 
the question of my guilt or innocence ! " Why, that 
was the question, and the only question which I had 
submitted to them. I was obliged to apply to certain 
friends to loan me the money to meet my portion of the 
expenses, a part of which I have not been able to refund 
to this very day. But if I had seen that award before 
paying the money, I would never have paid one cent ; 
for though it might have been due by law, it was not due 
on the principles of equity. I could, with a good con- 
science, have taken the poor debtor's oath ; and I would 
have taken it Those gentiemen never performed the 
work for which I consented to their employment And 
neither honesty nor equity required me to compensate 
them for their services in examining and deciding a par- 
ticular case clearly defined, when they left that case and 
went off into the examination and decision of another. 
They did the work of Dr. Adams ; and it belonged, of 
right, to him to pay them. That Dr. Adams had said 
and done the things charged upon him in the writ, there 
could be no dispute ; and it was equally evident that 
they were said and done falsely. But the. referees calmly 
and gravely decide that Dr. Adams was privileged to 
say and do all those abominable things which I have 
specified in the preceding chapters. Why, this ques- 
tion they could have decided beforehand. K it were a 
question of privilege^ and no matter whether true or 
false, why did they not say so as soon as they took their 
seats on the bench, and not sit there eight or ten days, at 
the expense of fifteen dollars each per day, to be paid 
by me for deciding a question which, it would seem, 
they had already decided, and which had little more 
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relevancy to the case submitted to them, than the ques- 
tion whether murder is, under any circumstances, justi- 
fiable? 

The public press everywhere, so far as I noticed, dis- 
approved of the award. I will give a few extracts from 
several of the papers. And first, firom the Evening' 
Transcript^ August 19. 

Th€ Late Mtferee Que. 

Mr. Editor, — One of the most distinguished personages who 
have used a pen during the last half century, has said : *^ I con- 
sider wrath and partiality as the cardinal virtues in a writer; 
they give force to his composition." I hope this maxim is never 
operative in the case of referees. And yet what shall we say 
of gentlemen, who, af^r giving a carie blanche to the slanderers 
of a worthy fellow-citizen, provided they be clergymen, coolly 
remark, ^ The question of his guilt or innocence did not come 
before us ! " Why should clergymen have an immunity, any 
more than any other class of persons, to injure and malign a 
man ? Ought they not to be preeminently cautious and chari- 
table in their judgments ? The decision of the referees in the 
case of the Rev. Mr. Falrchild has awakened, so far as I can 
learn, but one sentiment of astonishment and rebuke among the 
liberal-minded and unprejudiced. M. 

I take the following firom the JBee, September 12. 

.J2ep. Mtun, Fairddld and Adamt, 

Few cases of judicial decision have been more unexpected 
and taken such hold on the public mind as that of the referees 
in the late trial between the reverend gentlemen whose names 
head this article. Mr. Fairchild has strong friends and strong 
foes, though the latter are comparatively few in number since the 
developments of the late triaL But among them all, I have 
beard but one opinion expressed in respect to the aforesaid 
decision — and that of unfeigned surprise. 

So far as the parties were concerned, they had, in the eye of 
the law, the same legal, social, and ecclesiastical standing. Mr. 
Fairchild is a member of an Orthodox church in good and reg- 
ular standing. Mr. Adams is no more so. Mr. Fairchild is 
pastor of an Orthodox church, which was constituted according 
to ecclesiastical usage in such cases^ and the sermon of orj^i- 
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zation was preached by the late Rev. William M. Rogers. Mr* 
Fairchild was called in the usaal waj as pastor, and was so in- 
stalled. The council was regular; it was respectable, and con- 
tained the names of as reputable, popular, and distinguished 
men as any found on the council that instaUed Mr. Adams. The 
whole matter, so unfairly brought before the referees, pertaining 
to the Davidson affair, was well known to the council and dis- 
cussed by them. 

Therefore at the time of the hearing before the referees, Mr. 
Fairchild had as good a legal and ecdesiastical standing as the 
reverend defendant. Mr. Fairchild had been tried for a crime 
and acquitted. Mr. Adams was now on trial The facts 
charged by the plaintiff were not denied by the defendant. 
The fidsehood on the record of the Association, that Mr. Fair- 
child had been ^ charged and proted guilty " of high crimes, 
was admitted. The fact that the defendant had denounced him 
in open church meeting as the ^ wickedest man in Boston," was 
proved ; so also that the defendant had said that Mr. Fairchild 
was an ^ unscrupulous man " — that he had ^ ceased to discrimi- 
nate between truth and falsehood," — that there was ^nothing 
in the whole history of the amours of the licentious Aaron 
Burr worse than in the conduct of Mr. Fairchild," •» and that 
on seeing Mr. Fairchild pass, he said "there goes hell." It 
was not denied that the defendant had sent around for evidence, 
not to base an opinion upon, but to sustain himself in a position 
already assumed ; all this, and more, was allowed and proved. 

The defence taken and sustained by the award is that, in all 
this, the defendant, acting in good faith, was privileged. 

Can the award in the Fairchild case be Jinal under such rul- 
ings ? In other words, can Mr. Adams and a migority of the 
Suffolk South Association place upon their records a false vote 
'■^knowing it to he faUe^ and refuse to amend it in harmony 
with truth, and then justify the &lsehood and its perpetuity by 
the plea of ^privilege f " 

The subjoined communication I cut from one of our 
daily papers at the time, without retaining the name or 
the date. I insert it because of the source from which 
it professes to come. 

Mr. Editor, — A few days since I was shown a letter written 
to a friend by a member of an Orthodox church in one of tho 
adjacent towns, whose name, if I were at liberty to mention it, 
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woald have great influence with the religious communitj. I 
have been permitted to take an extract from it, which I send 
70a for publication. By compljing with this request you will 
greatly oblige me, and gratify a multitude of your readers. 

M. B. 

" The decision of the referees in the case of Mr. Fairchild 
has filled me and many others with surprise and regret If the 
atrociou:^ doctrines laid down by them are acknowledged by our 
religious bodies, then those associations which are formed for 
mutual good, — for purposes of advancement in piety, may be- 
come engines of the worst oppression, — tools for accomplishing 
purposes of revenge which may well startle the community, 
and fill it with distrust and apprehension. I do not see how it 
was possible for Mr. Choate, with all his art and cunning, to 
convince the referees that there was any law of privilege behind 
which Mr. Adams might shield himself from his intolerant, re- 
lentless, and unchristian course of conduct towards Mr. Fair- 
chUd. 

'^ The people here say that this result was brought about, not 
by the law of ^ privilege^ but by the plea of ^somnambulism* 
But one thing is certain ; if the referees were made to believe 
that Mr. Adams, when saying and doing all the wicked things 
proved upon him in court, and calculated to ruin Mr. Fairchild, 
was asleep, and therefore devoid of malice, the people^ instead 
of yielding to any such mesmerizing influences, will have it that 
he was wide awake, and perfectly conscious of what he did. 
To require them to believe otherwise would be too great a tax 
on their credulity. 

^ I deeply sympathize with Mr. Fairchild in this new and un- 
expected trial, and I pray Grod to support him under it. I am 
by no means sure that this unrighteous decision may not hasten 
the time when his innocence will be made manifest to all ; for 
it must excite inquiry, and inquiry must lead to a just view of 
his case ; and a just view of his case will, I think, convince the 
public that he is a most deeply injured and cruelly persecuted 
man, and deserving the sympathy of every right-thinking and 
right-feeling man in the community.'' 

I extract the following from the Bee : — 

I do not see why, according to this decbion, Mr. Adams is 
not at liberty to go on and repeat all his old slanders about Mr, 
Fairchild, and as many new ones as he can invent or pick up^ 
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and do it all with perfect impunity. He has only to plead that 
he honestly believes what he says, — that he is very conscien- 
tious in the matter, — that he is actuated by no malice, and 
that he has good and justifiable reasons, — even the glory of 
God and the purity of the church ; thus shielding himself from 
all responsibility to the injured party, behind the law of privi- 
lege I What power greater than this could the Pope of Rome 
demand or desire ? 

If such be the law, let the people know it A great principle 
is involved here. It is not Mr. Fairchild merely ; but every 
man and woman in the conununity is interested. For if a per- 
son who is connected with any society or club, or church even« 
may have his character thus stigmatized in his absence, to be 
whispered slyly round among others, causing good people to be 
shy of him, and to regard him with suspicion and distrust ; and 
when a knowledge of the stigma thus cast upon him comes to 
his ears, he is told that he must submit to the disgrace and 
suffer the injury, — that the false and libellous record against 
him is, like the laws of the Medes and Persians, unalterable, — 
that there it must stand for ever unrescinded, because there is a 
law of privilege behind which his enemies and calumniators 
may shield themselves ; if, I say, this be so, then let the people 
know it, that they may govern themselves accordingly. 

This is not all. More than four years afler Mr. Furchild's 
expulsion from the Association, Mr. Adams and his associates 
deliberately entered upon their records another vote, cliaiging 
Mr. Fairchild with falsehood for persisting in his denial of a 
charge of which he had been previously acquitted by the ver- 
dict of twelve impartial men ! Here they publish a minister 
of the gospel who is in good standing, and not a member of 
their Association, as a liar ; and they do so, it would seem, 
wantonly and maliciously, with no more civil or ecclesiastical 
right to act thus, than they would have to pass such a vote and 
to record it against any man in the community. But the 
referees say that iki% %% a maiier of privilege/ Why, Mr. 
Editor, suppose a club of some dozen or fifteen mechanics 
should commit such an outrage upon the rights and privileges 
of one of their own profession, or of any other citizen, — and 
when summoned into court to answer for their conduct, they 
should make no attempt to establish the truth of their record, 
but set up the plea of privilege f Would such a plea avail 
them f And why should it aviul clergymen f Are not der^- 
men as much answerable to the law as mechanics ? Or suppose 
they had succeeded in keeping their libellous record from the 
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knowledge of him whom thej had thus maligned for more than 
two jears, as was the fact in Mr. Fairchild's case ? Would 
they be able to shield themselves behind the statute of limitar 
tions ? or would they attempt it ? Would they not own up, like 
honest men, who had committed an error, and retract what 
they had done ? And why should not clergymen retract their 
wrong doing, and not seek protection behind the law of prtvi'- 
lege f But the referees say that a club composed of clergymen 
have this privDege ; and ilr, Adams saw fit to use this plea in 
order to screen himself from the just consequences of uttering 
and reuttering the vilest and most shameful slanders that ever 
proceeded from a man's lips or pen. That they were thus 
uttered, Mr. Clifibrd's argument most clearly proves. 

And is this transaction so unchristian and so base, and withal 
60 fully proved, to be ignored by the pastors and churches in 
Boston, or will they defend it by pleading the law of privilege f 
But where is the law, human or divine, which justifies a Chris- 
tian minister in uttering the vilest slanders against his brother? 
Surely it is not found in the gospel. And what a sad comment 
IS it on any man's Christianity to set up such a defence. And 
will any of our orthodox clergymen do this ? If so, why ? Is 
it because they imagine that orthodoxy will sufier if they dare 
to rebuke the .wrong doing of those who rank themselves 
among its most zealous defenders ? The writer of this article 
belongs to the orthodox denomination. But if orthodoxy cannot 
be sustained without justifying such conduct, it is not worth 
sustaining. And I question whether its friends can do it a 
more serious injury, than to cUiempt to sustain it on such 
grounds. 

The people can never be made to believe, that such conduct 
on the part of pastors, is a matter of privilege, or that its turpi- 
tude can be screened behind the statute of limitations^ or that it 
all originated in good and justifiable motives, without any mo^ 
ice or iU-wHL And I am told that many of them express deep 
regret and mortification that any of their religious teachers, to 
whom they have been accustomed to look for an example of 
open-hearted honesty, should attempt to justify what every- 
body sees to be a grievous wrong, on such a flimsy plea. And 
permit me here to say, that if clergymen would retain the confi- 
dence and respect of their parishioners, they must solemnly 
protest against all such plotting and scheming to accomplish a 
• brother's ruin, and be satisfied with nothing short of that repara- 
tion which the gospel demands. These reverend gentlemen 
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maj attempt to blink the question ; bat it will avail them noth- 
ing. The facts are before the world. 

I will close this article by qaoting a single sentence, with a 
very little alteration, from Miss Beecher's book, entitled ''Truth 
Stranger than Fiction " : A clergyman who is poor himself and 
whose friends are poor, with such charges preferred against 
him, *'is, in any case, in a very helpless position; but the fiict 
that in this case, these charges were, from the outset, under- 
stood to be indorsed by some of the most influential men in the 
city, and that the whole weight of their influence, oflEidal and 
personal, was thrown into the scale against him, ought to be of 
itself sufficient to account for the resulL" And may I not add 
that all this influence, official and personal, was not only thrown 
into the scale agcdnst the plaintiff in this case, but in favor of 
of the defendanL Who then can wonder at the result? 

One more communication called forth by the decision 
of the referees, taken from the Mail, written, I was told 
at the time, by a gentlemen of great respectability, then 
residing in Tewksbury : — 

Editob of thb Mail, — I have watched the case of Rev. J, 
H. Fairchild from the first to the present time. I have read the 
evidence as it has appeared in the papers of the day, carefully 
and with interest I have followed the reverend gentleman in 
his course, and have seen his enemies seeking his reputation as 
the tiger does the blood of his prey. His afliictions at one 
time momentarily -cost him his reason and nearly his life. His 
examinations before ecclesiastical councils, and his trial and ac- 
quittal by an honest jury, would seem to be enough to clear him 
from stain in the minds of all, unless prejudice, hate, malice, 
and wrath reigned supreme in the hearts of those who, by their 
professions, should receive him with open arms, rejoicing that 
he was ^ not guiUy** Instead of this, how different the treat- 
ment he received from their hands I — they look at him askance, 
as Milton makes the Devil look upon our first parents, revolv- 
ing in their minds what further they could do to damn him in 
public opinion, and stain his name in all future time. The con- 
clave in council meeting determined that their damning record 
should stand upon their books, though no proof of its truth could 
be produced; they determined that a lie should be handed 
down to posterity, rather than that they should have the appear- 
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anoe of showing lenity, mercy, or justice to an injured brother. 
And then on trial for libel they are only saved from being 
forced to do justice to their brother by a technical quibble. 

Now, if ecclesiastical bodies have the privilege of destroying 
a man's reputation, and no law of the. Land can touch them, I 
think it is high time that the laws should be so revised that 
clergymen cannot destroy each other without being amenable to 
the law. If clergymen in association have this power of prtvt' 
legCf why may not other classes of people in association have 
the same power ? If one class of people in association set the 
laws of the land for individuals at defiance with impunity, I see 
not why another class cannot do the same ? If a class of cler- 
gymen, as a body, can publicly slander a brother, and publish 
it to all future time in their records, why cannot other people 
do the same ? 

For instance, I have an ill-will against a neighbor, I go to 
another neighbor and get him enlisted to the first neighbor's 
hurt We (myself and second neighbor) go to the third, fourth, 
and fiflh, and so on until there is an association of us to work 
together ; well, we publish a libel to our first neighbor's hurt. 
He sues me as originator of the libel : I fall back behind the 
privilege of the association — the law does not touch me be- 
cause of this privilege^ My poor and hated neighbor is thus 
destroyed without cause and without blame, and his name is 
handed down to posterity with infamy. Job. 

The day after the award was announced in the 
papers, I received the following letter from Dr. Wooda. 

Andoveb, Aogast 15, 1851. 
Rev. Mr. Fairchild: — 

My dear Brother, — A great multitude will be disappointed 
at the decision of the referees, as you are. When Mr. Clifibrd's 
argument comes out it will excite serious consideration, and will 
have great weight with the public I am grieved for you ; but 
you and your people will keep in mind that the decision is not 
against you. Yon have been under trial before a court of jus- 
tice, and have been declared innocent. There the matter rests, 
and there it will rest, unless under a new trial, new evidence 
should be produced to prove you unworthy of your office. Till 
that is done, I shall regard you as I have done, and as the gen- 
erality of ministers regard you, — to be in good standing. The 
late trial leaves you in as good a condition as you had before,-— 
as goody to say the least. 

25 
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And now, my brother, I hope the grace of Christ wOl be with 
you. Yoar«proper course will be, to be more devoted to the 
great work of promoting the good of souls, and the glory of 
Christ's kingdom. The Lord bless your hibors, and bless your 
family, and bless you with the spirit of meekness, and gentle- 
ness, and humility, and love. In a little while earthly trials 
will be past. Our afflictions are but for a moment Blessed 
will be the rett that remaineth for the people of God. 

If I am well enough, as I hope to be, I will preach for you 
Sabbath after next Affectionately yours, 

L. Woods. 

The good man did come and preach for me on that 
Sabbath, which fact was annomiced in one of the papers 
next morning in these words : ^Rev- Mr. FairchUd in 
good standing stilL We understand that the venerable 
Dr. Woods, of Andover, preached for this gentleman 
twice yesterday." 

The November Monthly Law Reporter contained a 
long and able review of the award of the referees, which 
I here insert. 

THE RIGHT OF VOLUNTABT ASSOCIATIONS TO CRIMINATE 
THBIR OWN MEMBERS. 

The decision of the referees in the late clerical libel suit of 
Fairchild v. Adams, has excited a good deal of surprise. If it 
can be sustained as a law, the reputation of every member of 
any voluntary association^ club, or society, ia at the mercy of his 
fellows, and if assailed by them the law will afford him neither 
protection or redress. We propose to consider this case, as 
one of general interest^ and as involving principles of general 
importance. 

Suffolk South Association is a social circle composed of a 
portion of the Orthodox Congregational clerg3nmen of Boston 
and vicinity. The objects of the Association, as laid down in 
the standard of Congregationalism, are personal improvement, 
the cultivation of brotherly kindness and mutual assistance, by 
counsel and advice, in discharging ministerial duties. By the 
express policy of Congregationalism, it has' no ecclesiastical 
power or authority whatever over churches or individuals. It 
13 nothing else than a mere stated meeting of neighboring cler> 
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gjmen, for parposes of social intet^oarse and ministerial fellow- 
ship. Its members of course can decide whom they will admit 
to their meetings, and thej can, to use the legitimate Orthodox 
phrase, ** with^w fellowship " from any of their number if 
they choose ; but by no ecclesiastical or Congregational usage 
can they do more. It is a body unknown in law, and is pos- 
sessed of no greater rights than a neighborhood prayer meeting, 
which in fact it may be called. 

Rev. Joy H. Fairchild became a member of this Association' 
about the year 1827, while settled in South Boston, and in 1844 
was still a member, although then settled in Rxeter, N. H. In 
July, 1844, Mr. Fairchild was indicted in Boston for the alleged 
crime of adultery. Subsequently, he was tried before an ecclesi- 
astical council at Exeter, on a similar charge. The council, 
aware that the indictment was pending, and doubtful of the 
facts, suspended him from the ministry ^ until he should present 
a clearer vindication of himself before some tribunal more com- 
petent than themselves to compel the attendance of witnesses 
and the utterance of all the truUi," and then dissolved. 

The Association had at an early day taken up the matter, 
and at first Mr. Fairchild was content that they should investi- 
gate it; but he immediately after, expressly and in writing, 
withdrew his consent and informed them that he should submit 
his case not to them, but to a council to be called. The Asso- 
ciation, by its committee, of which Rev. Nehemiah Adams was 
one, appeared before the council as accusers, prosecutors, and 
witnesses, and managed the case against Mr. Fairchild. Not- 
withstanding their strenuous exertions for an i&qualified con- 
viction, the result was as above stated. 

Before the council met, Mr. Fairchild resigned his office as 
pastor of the church in Exeter, in order that the church might 
be free from embarrassment About this time Mr. Fairchild, 
while under a high state of nervous and mental excitement, in 
a fit of insanity, attempted to commit suicide, and barely escaped 
death. The fact of his insanity was fully established, and was 
not controverted. 

Immediately after the result of council, Mr. Fairchild made 
preparations to meet the indictment against him in Boston, 
and it was well known in the fall Of 1844, that he was to 
take his trial at an early day. 

In January, 1845, a majority of Suffolk South Association 
passed a vote and recorded it on their minutes, declaring : First, 
that the council at Exeter had found Mr. Fairchild guUty of the 
crimes of* seduction and adultery, and had depo$ed him from the 
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ministry; second, that he was actually guilty of those crimes^ 
and also of falsc^hood in denying it ; aind, third, that because of 
his guilt, and of his persisting falsehood in denying the same, 
he be expelled from the Association. 

In February, 1845, Mr. Fairchild came to Boston, and in 
March was tried before the municipal court, and afler a long 
and laborious investigation of a week's duration, was most tri- 
umphantly acquitted. By the voice and opinion of the oldest 
and the best of the Orthodox Congregational clergy and laity 
of New England, by force of the decision of the council con- 
nected with the result of the trial in couvt, the suspension of 
Mr. Fairchild's clerical functions ceased, and he was at once 
restored to his ministerial rights. Very soon after he was reg- 
ularly installed over a regular Orthodox Congregational church 
in South Boston. 

The precise nature of the vote passed by the Association in 
January, 1845, (which, by the way, was passed with the inti- 
mation that, if Mr. Fairchild was acquitted it should be re- 
scinded,) was not known to Mr. Fairchild till 1849. As soon 
as it was known to him, it being deemed a gross libel by him- 
self, by his friends, and by the best legal minds in the State, 
he sent to the Association a request that it should be rescinded. 

At a meeting of the Association, in July, 1849, the libellous 
vote as originally passed was read not " in the hearing of two 
clergymen casually present, but not members ; " but in the hear- 
ing of four clergymen, not members, from different parts of the 
country, and present by express invitation of the Association, as 
well as in hearing of others, new members, who then heard it 
for the first time. At a subsequent meeting in the same month, 
after discussion, the Association refused, on a direct vote, to 
rescind the libel. 

Rev. Mr. Adams, who voted for the original resolutions, was 
mainly instrumental in preventing their being rescinded, giving 
as a reason, that Mr. Fairchild had been guilty of other crimes 
and asserting that in 1833, some sixteen years before, he had had 
a certain disreputable disease, and was addicted to bad practices. 
The Association acknowledged that their vote, as originaUy 
pa'^sed, did not correctly state the most material facts ; yet they 
refused to rescind the libel, and left it standing on their records. 

Mr. Fairchild, having no other redress, brought his action 
against Mr. Adams, first for the libel, and second for the slander. 

The real question before the referees was this : — Have the 
members of a ministerial association, which has no ecclesiastical 
power or authority whatever, legislative, judicial, or diciplinary, 
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while thej may withdraw fellowship from one of their number, 
a right to utter or record against him charges of crime unless 
thej are prepared to justify them bj proving them to be true ? 
In other words, have they a right to adjudge and publish him 
a criminal, unless they are prepared to show that he actually 
is so? 

This, the question in the case, the referees seem to have lost 
sight of, while they seem to have been persuaded by a careful 
covering up of the naked deformity of the affirmative of the 
proposition with the thick folds of ministerial sanctity, that they 
had to deal only with the general statement, — that a man in the 
exercise of an actutd duty may make accusations, if, in goodfaith^ 
he believes them to be tnie. They do not seem to have met the 
case. They put the position thus : " That clerical associations 
are by law privileged to institute inquiries into the conduct of 
their members, to pass votes of expulsion against them, and to 
record their proceedings, provided it be done in good faith and 
without malice, and that the truth of the allegations need not be 
proved." Allowing this to be good law, common justice re- 
quires that in all such cases an accusation should be properly 
made, and the accused fairly notified, heard, and tried. But the 
defendant claimed more than the proposition. He claimed an 
arbitrary right to do what no acknowledged judicatory has ever 
ventured to do, namely, by force of a mere resolution, to accuse, 
try, and condemn of crime, without notice, without hearing, and 
behind the back of the accused ; and the result of the referees 
would seem to sanction the monstrous assumption. 

With regard to clerical associations, we affirm that they have 
no more or greater privilege to scrutinize the conduct of mem- 
bers than any other ; and although they may strike the name 
of a member from their roll,,they have no right to accuse him 
of crime, and publish him as a criminal, unless prepared to sus- 
tain the truth of the accusation. A law association has a right 
to inquire about members, to drop them from the list, and to re- 
cord its legitimate proceedings ; but we should be glad to find 
the lawyers who would venture to accuse a member of a crime, 
and to record and publish it, unless it were actually true. All 
associations are privileged to maintain their own rights, but they 
must not trench on the rights of others. They may defend their 
own grounds, but they inust not trespass on another's. They 
may thrust out of their house an abnoxious visitor, but they 
must not maltreat him ; they may decide tliat he shall not enter, 
but they must not send out ruffians to waylay an4 kill hinit nor 

25» 
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must thej post him as a thief and a robber, unless thej are pre- 
paivJ to answer for the injury. 

In Robinson v. Jermyn^ (1 Price, 11,) where, althoagh official 
notice of the exclusion of one from a club was held privileged, 
it was disstinctlj on the ground that no imputations were inade 
on his moral character. 

That clerical associations hare no ecclesiastical authority, and 
are in no sense tribunals, is well settled in Congregational history ; 
and although some of the clergy have at various times attempted 
to acquire such power, it has invariably, and most emphatically 
been refused to them. The idea of authority of any kind in as- 
sociations, is totally opposed to the Congregational polity as dan- 
gerous to the rights of churches and individual Christians. See 
Batio Disciplinse, Punchard on Congregationalism, etc The ref- 
erees assert and rely upon the general proposition, " That a 
person acting in discharge of a diUy, and in good faithj is 
privileged in making accusations without being held to prove 
their truth, if made on proper occasions.^ This proposition may 
be correct ; but it does not meet this case. Here was no duty, 
and no proper occasion ; — no duty, because it was not within 
the scope of the objects of the Association ; no proper occasion, 
because they had no jurisdiction, and were not a competent tri- 
bunaL It is a well-settled principle of law, that an accusation, 
to be privileged, must be made to a tribunal competent to re* 
ceive and try the case. EemingUm v. Oongdon^ (2 Pick. 315, 
Perkins's Notes). 

Blagg v. Stwrt, (10 Ad. & Ell. N. S. 889) ; Harwood y. 
Greeny (3 C. & P. 141). But then it must be in discharge of a 
duty, and not volunteered : PaUison v. Jones^ (8 B. & C. 578 ;) 
Fountain v. Boodle, (3 Ad. & Ell. N. S. 5) ; Toogood v. Spgr- 
*»»^> (4 Tyr. 595). And there must be no excess beyond what 
.is called for by the exigencies of the case, while the language 
must be limited to the necessities of the occasion. Robertson v. 
McBougal (4 Bing. 670) ; Tuson v. Evans, 4 P. & D. 396; 
Cook on Defamation, (p. 35). 

A voluntary association is a mere assemblage of individuals, 
and they may not do collectively, so far as character is con- 
cerned, what they must not do individually. The individual 
may say that he will not associate with A. B., but he must not 
say " because A. B, is a thief,'* unless at his peril. So the assem-> 
blage may refuse to associate with A. B. but if they say, ^ be- 
cause he is a thief," they must abide the consequences. The 
moral duty which would require the first, would not require the 
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. last, even if it were trae. It might be a proper oeecuion to cut 
his acquaintance, but not to charge him with a crime. But of 
this matter of duty we shall have more to say by and by. Can 
A. B. and C. because they chose to call themselves an associa- 
tion, and have the power of expulsion, with impunity vote D. a 
thief, and publish the fact ? If so, the world ought to know it. 
But courts have thought differently. In Lewis v. Few^ (5 
Johns. R. 36,) the court say, ^ If one hundred or a thousand 
men assembled, undertake to charge a man with specific crimes, 
there is no reason why it should be less criminal than if each 
one should do it individually, at different times and places." 

The referees further say, " That in this Commonwealth aU 
denominations of Christians are privileged to maintain the' di»> 
cipline of their respective churches, according to their various 
usages, Including the making complaints and accusations, the 
production and discussion of evidence and the recording of their 
proceedings." Now nobody denies this ; but what has it to do 
with this case? Ministerial associations have nothing to do 
with the discipline of churches, any more than Sabbath schools, 
Bible societies, or sewing circles. By the very nature of the 
case and the constitution and first principles of Congregational- 
ism, they have no more to do with church-discipline than a 
law club with trials in court They have not even advisory 
power; and there is not the association in the State which 
would venture to meddle with the affairs of any church, or even 
to counsel it how to act, unless requested to do so. Churches 
alone have disciplinary power. They alone are the judicatories 
that can hear accusations and try offences. The authority of 
councils, even, is derived wholly from the churches. Associa- 
tions have nothing to do with accusations. They have no more 
rights, powers, or privileges, so far as the church and church- 
discipline are concerned, than a dinner party of deacons. 

But what does this proposition of the referees signify ? First 
The making of complaints^ supposes that it is done in due form 
and for the purpose of a trial. Second. The production and 
discussion of evidence^ supposes a hearing of the whole case, 
pro and con, by a competent tribunal, after due notice and in a 
proper way. And third. The recording of proceedings supposes 
the entering up of judgment by an acknowledged authority. In 
this case, idas ! none of these requisites are found, no compe- 
tent tribunal, no complaint, no trial. First A resolution is 
offered, passed, and published, at a social gathering of clergy- 
men, affirming that a ministerial brother had been guilty of 
gross crimes, when the fact is yet to be proved. And tlus is 
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done without notice to the party, and in his absence. Second. 
AAer the fact is disproved so far as it can be done before a 
human tribunal, the clerical social circle reaffirm the charge by 
another resolution, and at the same time accuse the absent 
brother of other crimes, and that without knowing if the chai^ 
be true. If the association had ever so much authority, and had 
been ever so competent a tribunal to discipline and try, they 
had no right to proceed in that manner. The inquisition, in its 
palmiest days, hardly did worse, and ostensibly did better. 

But as to the matter of duty. A church. is an acknowledged 
tribunal of competent jurisdiction, in the Ck>ngregational order, 
and it is the duty of a church to maintain its discipline, to keep 
watch and ward over the conduct and character of its members, 
to try and punish, and, if need be, to expel offenders. So it is 
the duty of a Presbytery, or a synod in the Presbyterian order. 
This is their legitimate business. It is a necessary concomitant 
and object of their existence, and they are bound in duty to act 
accordingly. But it is no duty of a ministerial association to 
try morid delinquents or to expel them. It is no part of the 
duty of the members of such associations, as such, to watch 
their brethren. That they must do as individual Christians ; 
and if a brother offend, they must complain to the proper ao- 
Uiorities ; but as members of the association, they have no more 
duty to do in that respect, than they would as members of a 
clerical book dub, if they were so. The power of expulsion is 
equally incident to the one as to the other. But expulsion is no 
dvty^ and the general practice has been in associations not to 
expel, but merely to drop the name of an obnoxious brother. 
The legitimate and usual phrase i^,^ withdraw fellowship.'^ 

There is another feature in this case which ought not to be 
overlooked. The association declared Mr. Fairchild deposed 
from the ministry. Now clerical associations are necessarily 
composed of ministers. None others can be members. The 
man who ceases to be a minister, ipso faeto^ ceases to be a 
member, as much as a man who marries ceases to belong to the 
society of bachelors. A minister deposed is no minister ; an 
officer cashiered is no officer, and the latter might continue a 
member of the regimental staff with as much reason as the 
former, of a ministerial association. If Mr. Fairchild was de- 
posed, and no minister, then be was no member, and the asso- 
ciation had nothing more to do with him. If they verily thought 
he was deposed, it would be the same as to their action. If he 
was not deposed, then their record was a mistake, and if they 
knew it, a wilful mistake, which would destroy their privilege 
at once, if they had any. 



[ 



UFB OF REV. J. n. FAIRCHILD, 297 

A few words as to the proper effect of the acquittal in tlie 
municipal court, and we have done. So far as a man 'a civil 
and legal rights are concerned, a verdict of acquittal of crime, 
on the merits, is conclusive on everybody, and whoever after- 
wards accuses him of the crime must be prepared to prove it 
true or suffer the consequences. Although I may believe a man 
guilty who has been fairly and honorably acquitted, I must not 
say sa Although I know him to be guilty, I must not accuse 
him unless I can substantiate it The referees say, that, << While 
a verdict of acquittal is entitled to great weight, and ought to be 
regarded Mprimd facie evidence of innocence, yet sudi an as- 
sociation is not bound to regard it as conclusive." But the same 
thing is true of anybody. Take any man in the community — 
the fact that he has never been suspected, is, in the same way, 
only primd facie evidence of his innocence, and no association is 
bound to regard it conclusive. This is the every-day history of 
everybody, and any man who is proposed to, or dismissed from, 
a society, is liable to have his character scrutinized, whatever 
may be his reputed standing. The acquitted man stands, then, 
in the same position, so far as his rights are concerned, as the 
man who has never been accused. The verdict is entitled to 
more than great weight. It is conclusive until disproved, so 
far as all open charges of crime are concerned, in the same 
manner as a life-long good character and reputation are conclu- 
sive. Mr. Fairchild, then, after his acquittal, stood, so far as his 
rights were concerned, precisely as if he had never been accused, 
and the association had no more right to adjudge him a criminal, 
unless they could prove it true, than they had any other mem- 
ber of the association. 

In the case ofFawceU v. Charles, (18 Wend. 473,) where a 
physician was suspended or expelled from a county medical 
society, ^ for having become a member by false pretensions," the 
court say that the society has the power to remove a member 
for a crime ; but not without a previous conviction, the difficulty 
being the possibility of a difference of determinations in the two 
jurisdictions, as a member may be removed on some fact on 
which he may afterwards be acquitted on a trial by jury, and 
the acquittal would stamp, by the highest authority, the injustice 
of the removal, and seem to require a restoration. 

The rule of law is, that a man is to be presumed innocent 
till he is proved guilty ; and whoever accuses him of guilt must 
pay the penalty, unless he can prove the truth of the charge, or 
unless he accuse him in the discharge of an actual duty, in g^Dod 
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f^ith believing him guilty, and before a tribunal competent to 
examine and pass upon the matter. 

We cannot think the decision of the referees in this case to 
be either law or equity, and we hardly think that either the 
• profession or the public will feel satisfied with the result. We 
venerate the law because it protects our reputations and our 
rights. When it ceases to afford us protection, what will be the 
result? 



CHAPTER XXV. 

On Saturday morning, August 30, Mr. Clifford's 
argument was published in the Boston Courier. Aa 
Dr. Woods predicted, it had great weight with the pub- 
lic, and opened the eyes of many to the enormity of the 
wrong which had been done me. Mr. Sargent, the then 
editor of the Transcript^ wrote and published the follow- 
ing remarks upon it, September 5. 

BEY. UB. FAIBCHIJLD's CASE. 

We have read with some attention the long report which ap- 
peared in the Churier of Saturday last, of Mr. Clifford's argu- 
ment, with the accompanying documents, in behalf of Mr. Fair- 
child, delivered before the referees in the case of the Rev. J. 
H. Fairchild against the Rev. N. Adams. We think that no 
unbiassed person can read this report without having his sym- 
pathies warmly enlisted in behalf of the plaintiff. Mr. Fairchild, 
it will be remembered, was some years since accused of a crim- 
inal offence. He denied the charge. He was solicited by his 
clerical brethren to confess the matter, if he was guilty, and 
submit to the discipline of the church. He rejected the propo- 
sition, persisted in his denial, was tried by a jury of his fellow- 
citizens, and pronounced innocent 

Here was an exculpation, in which all good citizens — all 
who reverenced the law — should have acquiesced, whatever 
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their mere ttupicions in regard to the accused party may have 
been. But what is the course of the Sufiblk South Association, 
with the Rev. Mr. Adams at their head ? They turn round 
upon Mr. Fairchild, and ^ deliberately accuse him of falsehood, 
in persisting in his denial of a charge, of which he has already 
been acquitted by the verdict of twelve impartial and unpreju- 
diced men!" And this is done wantonly and superfiuously, 
without provocation from the plaintiff. Ttie defamatory state- 
ment thus placed on record on their books, whatever referees 
may say to the contrary, must be regarded by practical people 
as libellous. 

To the written libel there was superadded verbal slander of 
too gross a nature to soil our columns by the repetition. At the 
late examination, not a particle of proof was produced to sub- 
stantiate or justify it. Nothing to invalidate the verdict of the 
jury, in the plaintiff's favor, — nothing to uphold the miserable 
spoken slander, — was brought forward. The plaintiff's char- 
acter had been maligned in the most injurious manner — for his 
own sake — for the sake of his family, his children, and friends 
— friends who had stood by him through good report and 
through evil report — he was imperatively called upon to vin- 
dicate that character from the aspersions that had been cast 
upon it anew. Temperately, and without vindictiveness, he 
seeks redress. Whatever the expense — though it beggar him 
— he will seek it ; and finally the case is brought before referees, 
and the best counsel is enlisted in his behalf. 

And what is the conclusion at which these gentlemen arrive ? 
One which they could have decided, and ought to have decided, 
before they begun! Without passing upon the question of 
the truth or falsehood of the libel and slander, gross and palpa- 
ble as they were, — without even denying the libellous and slan- 
derous attributes, — they dismiss the case, after a costly trial, on 
the plea of privilege. The clerical association, even supposing 
they had libelled and slandered Mr. Fairchild, had an immunity 
8o to do ! Surely the referees could have decided thus much 
before the first hearing. The plea on which the defendant's 
counsel mainly relied was that of '< privilege." The plea of 
^ privilege " was admitted. But a people with whom such a 
plea could avail to grant such license to any body of men in 
torturing — not tlie limbs, but what is worse, the reputation of a 
man — such a people would be but going a step further in 
sanctioning the establishment of the Inquisition. 

In January, 1852, I delivered an address in Tremont 
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Temple, entitled The New Doctrine op Clerical Priv- 
ILEGE. It excited considerable interest at the time, and 
was soon published. The edition of three thousand 
was speedily exhausted. Many and favorable notices 
of it were taken by the press. I must be permitted to 
quote a few. And first from the Boston Herald. This 
paper was, for a long time, the only one in Boston that 
was accustomed to utter bitter things against me. And 
the following notice, by the editor, of my address will 
show the reader the great change in his feelings, and 
which has continued to this day. 

MR. FAIRCHILD ON CLERICAL PRIVILEGES. 

Feeling some curiosity to hear Rev. Joy H. Fairchild's expo- 
sition of ^ the new doctrine of clerical privileges," and being 
desirous of presenting this doctrine to our readers, we went to 
Tremont Temple last evening, to hear the reverend gentleman's 
discourse. 

Mr. Fairohild gave us a better style of address than we are 
accustomed to hear, — and a far better one than we expected 
from him. It was earnest, though calm. It came evidently 
from the deep recesses of the heart The strongest feelings of 
his soul were stirred when he penned it, and yet it was not vehe- 
ment in style or delivery. It was a manly review of his pecu- 
liar position, and so clearly and forcibly did he narrate the his- 
tory of his past life, particularly that part of it where the deep 
waters compassed him about, he carried the sympathies of his 
audience with him. 

The effect of the lecture cannot but be favorable to his cause, 
and will do much towards reinstating him to that position in the 
confidence and affections of his fellow men, from which, we now 
think, he ought never to have been removed. 

After a neat introduction, apologizing for, and vindicating the 
act of calling bis fellow-citizens together, he entered into a can- 
did discussion of the principle involved in his case, as respects 
the decision of the referees. He based his address on the fol- 
lowing proposition — a great principle as important to the pub- 
lic as to himself — of which he was on that occasion the defend- 
er, perhaps he might say the representative : — 

^ No man or class of men, either singly or collectively, shall 
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vtter a known adcnowledged slander against his neighbor, bj 
tongue or pen, and be shielded behind the law of privilege.'' 

We do not propose to sketch his address now. It was a re- 
view of important transactions and decisions bearing upon him. 
He trounced brother Adams soundly ; — and surely, if there is 
any truth in Mr. Fairchild's statements, Adams deserved it, and 
more than that, he deserves the contempt and scorn of a people 
who love honor, justice^ and manly dealing. 

The next notice is from the Evening Transcript^ 
Maich9,1852: — 

BEY. HB. FAIBCHILD's ADDBESS. 

We should not care to be the particular subject of this Ad- 
dress, if half of it is true ; and we know of no reason for doubt- 
ing the correctness of any part of it, except that the conduct 
which it exposes is so extraordinary and disreputable. If the 
statements of Mr. Fairchild can be nfuted, they certainly should 
be, for the credit of humanity, as well as the clergy in general, 
and Dr. Adams in particnlar. Such cases must not go by 
default, if defence is possible. The defence, .if attempted, 
should be real and complete, without trick or shuffling. It will 
not do to raise a dust about smaller matters, to conceal the 
greater. The toughest and most stubborn of the alleged facts 
must be grappled with manfully, or the whole let alone. The 
address of Mr. Fairchild is no squib ; for its shot are too heavy, 
too precisely aimed and too surely driven to be trifled with. 
Neither is it any single fact, however forcible, that is relied on, 
but a full battery. Will it be silenced ? Can it be? We give 
no opinion, nor need we give one. The public cannot help 
making up their minds for themselves. One thing is certain, — 
either Mr. Fairchild is vastly impudent, or vastly abused. If 
his story is true, he has done right to tell it, and would have 
been grossly deficient in self-respect not to have told it. It is 
certainly a very fearless statement, and looks very much like 
an honest one. Its facts seem any thing but rickety, and its argu- 
ment has in it a force and earnestness which indicates a clear 
sight and a deep conviction of the reality and importance of what 
he is saying. If he is tampering with the public, he has chosen 
the wrong conununity to trifie with. We trust he will be heard. 
If he is dealing fairly and honestly with the public in his ad- 
dress, and if matters really stand as he has put them, his chief 
opponent is placed in no enviable light However sound his 
religions theory may be esteemed, his moral practice in rela- 
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tion to Mr. Fairchild must be looked upon as rotten by every 
candid man. We might well pity the condition of the heathen 
who should be convei^ from the religion of Seneca, Socrates, 
Confucius, or Logan, to a morality so deplorably destitute of 
justice and humanity. 

We quote one of the concluding paragraphs of the Address 
as follows : — 

^ Bear in mind, fellow-dtizens, that mine is a double claim, 
if, indeed, any thing can add force to the simplest obligation of 
justice. I came hither in no common way to obtain it, and to 
secure its permanent benefit. When accused in this State, I 
was a free citizen of New Hampshire, and under the protection 
of her unsurrendered and inviolable sovereignty. No power 
of civil government on this continent was strong enough to com- 
pel me into your jurisdiction. Yet, in this perfect immunity 
from arrest, I came voluntarily to this Commonwealth and to 
your honored city, for the express and declared purpose of vin- 
dicating my character imder the most rigorous scrutiny of your 
keenest eyes. And think you, men of Massachusetts, — think 
you, citizens of Boston, thiU I surrendered myself as a ^rrctfut^, 
or Uiat your court regarded me as such ? But the question an- 
swers itself. It tells you with an emphasis not to be misunder- 
stood, that I came hither for a substantial benefit, — a reliable 
good, which no clerical dub should have power to take from 
me. I was accused in your court, and I came to rescue my char- 
acter where it was accused, and to receive the permanent benefit 
of a just and final verdict, — a verdict not to be contradicted by 
a knot of clergymen in conclave, to have their contradiction 
authorized by the same power whose final will declared me 
innocent. Surely I could dream of no such solecism in law any- 
where, and least of all, in a State whose jurisprudence has so 
long been the bulwark of the rights of man." 

The Boston Pdstj of March 10th, contains the follow- 
ing notice : — 

BSV. MB. FAIBGHILD'S ADDRESS. 

This is a readable pamphlet, and we hope many will read it 
and judge for themselves. Its narrative is plain and its reason- 
ing forcible. If its facts are facts, and too many of them cer- 
tainly are, the hardships of the author of the address cannot 
but take hold of the sympathies of a fair-minded community. 
The treatment of Mr. Fairchild by his wily antagonist, as set 
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forth in the address, no man can justify who would not vindicate 
the fires of Smithfield. Many things have heen done in God's 
name, of which the devil might well be ashamed. The motto 
of the address is, '^ Let him that readeth understand," We onlj 
add, let him that would understand recuL 

I will quote only one more notice, which, considering 
the source whence it came, and its intrinsic merits, is 
well worthy of a permanent record. I refer to the 
Livestig'atorj of March 17th, a paper which will not be 
even suspected of any partiality to the clergy. 

"the new DOCTBIKB OF CLERICAL PRIVILEGE.** 

This is the title of an address delivered in Tremont Temple, 
on the 26th and 27th of January last, by the Rev. J. H. Fair- 
child, pastor of Payson Church, South Boston. 

Some of our readers will remember Mr. Fairchild. A few 
years ago he was charged with the c^knmission of a peculiar 
crime, for which he was tried, first, by- an ecclesiastical council, 
and by that body condemned. After this, at his own urgent 
request, he was tried in a civil court of this city, and honorably 
acquitted. There the matter should have rested. Having been 
declared innocent by this high authority, an opportunity should 
have been given him to regain his former position. 

The ecclesiastical council, however, were not at all satisfied 
with the verdict of the jury in his fhvor, probably because it 
nullified their verdict, and placed the decision of common men 
above that of the men of the pulpit At all events, the council 
treated Mr. Fairchild as if he were really the guilty man they 
charged him with being, and used their utmost efibrts, one way 
and another, to crush him entirely, and keep him forever in a 
degraded, helpless, and hopeless condition. This ^' holy war- 
fare" against him was carried on with such bitterness and 
malignity, that at last he brought an action against his principal 
persecutors for libeL Most unfortunately for Mr. Fairchild, as 
well as for the cause of justice, the case, instead of being put 
into the hands of a jury, was given to referees, — and he was 
again defeated. 

On this last trial, was exemplified ^ the new doctrine of cleri- 
cal privilege" on the part of his enemies, — namely, the privi- 
lege of saying what they pleased agunst him, notwithstanding 
his acquittal by a jury! These clerical gentlemen, placing 
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themselTcs above the dvil law, claimed the right to treat a man 
as guilty whom a jury of his countiymen had declared inno- 
cent, — and upon this monstrous assumption, they succeeded in 
depriving him of all legal redress ! Protestants are very fond 
of clamoring against Catholics for the disposition manifested by 
their church to override the civil power; but in the present 
case, Protestants have exhibited predsely the same irresponsi- 
ble, lawless, tyrannical disposition. An American jury acquit- 
ted Mr. Fairchild. A few bigoted orthodox ministers, self- 
elevated above the jury and the law, daim the privilege of set- 
ting aside or superseding the verdict of the court, — thus 
miScing the ecclesiastical take precedence of the civil power 1 
It is a monstrous doctrine for the high noon of the nineteenth 
century, and deserves the universal and unmeasured scorn and 
contempt of a republican community. We say, let the people 
sustain the verdict of the jury, and despise the miserable intol- 
erance and bigotry which would ride rough-shod over that palla- 
dium of personal liberty and protection. 

We are not acquainted with Mr. Fairchild, and therefore are 
not actuated by any private partiality in speaking of him, nor 
need we say that we are not very fond of the clergy. Still, we 
confess to no little sympathy for the man — nuniater as he is — 
when we think of the long and remorseless persecution with 
which his enemies have pursued him, like bloodhounds, year 
after year. Even if he were guilty, he has been punished 
enough to satisfy more than ordinary vengeance, and common 
charity would therefore dictate to his enemies common mercy. 
But they seem perfectly inexorable. Their victim must be 
crushed for life, and the principle which guides them in their 
unrelenting warfare appears to be of the character of that doc- 
trine which Dante said was inscribed upon the gates of belly — 
^AU hope abandon I'' 

We wish all our readers could examine Mr. FMrchild's 
pamphlet. We are certain that the mean and contemptible 
trickery, and the tyrannical, revengeful, and hideously ugly 
spirit which it reveals of a certain clerical association, would 
cause them to rejoice with renewed energy that they are Jnfi^ 
dels, and nothing else. 

In that address of sixty pages, after stating at some 
length, the facts in the case, I proceeded to comment on 
the award of the referees, a few pages of which I will 
here insert: — 
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Bat while I shall not call in question the honor of the ref- 
ereesy or saj any thing disrespectful of them as tneH, jet I trust 
it will not he regarded as a rash or presumptuous act in me to 
call in question the correctness of their decision. That decis- 
ion was everywhere received with surprise. Mr. Clifford as- 
sured me in a note that ^ the result was utterly unsupported by 
any just view of the law, and that Mr. Adams had sheltered 
himself, not under the truth of his charges, but behind a purely 
technical defence, which the unbiassed and unbigaUd iudgtaeut 
of the community can never sanction." Mr. Curtis said to me 
that there was not the shadow of foundation in any law for that 
award to rest on, — and he added, the ^ referees have, in effect, 
said to Mr. Adams that he may tell as many lies about you as 
he pleases, and you can't help yourself." 

I have spoken of the referees as gentlemen, and as honorable 
gentlemen. But they are men, — and whether their award has 
not proved them to be but mep, I commend to your most care- 
ful and candid consideration. You have seen that award ; for 
it has been published far and wide among you. If you have 
carefully considered it, or even hastily glanced at it, you could 
not &il to have been struck with the fact that it has but one side, 
and thai against my humble self. Such I know to have been its 
impression on many discerning minds. You have seen, — you 
must have seen,' that statements are there made so put together, 
as if intended to bring suspicion on me, without the statement 
of those facts which would remove all just suspicion. If any 
one present has not read that award, and therefore doubts its 
leaning — its strong leaning to one side — I commend it to his 
most impartial, most considerate perusal, and ask him to as- 
certain at his leisure, if what I have now said is not the precise 
truth. I ask you to examine and diligently search whether 
there is any thing in that award to throw the least suspicion on 
my opponent, either in purpose or in fact, notwithstanding the 
distinctness and the fulness of the most respectable testimony U^ 
his great, complicated, and untiring abuse of my character. On 
reading that award with whatever care, who would suspect that 
it had been proved before the referees by the testimony of Dr. 
Burgess, that Mr. Adams had said to him, in speaking of me, 
^ there goes hell," — that he had said to the same gentleman 
that ^ I was an unscrupulous man, and so accustomed to mental 
reservation, and duplicity, that I had ceased to discriminate be- 
tween truth and falsehood," — and that '< there was nothing in 
the early history of the infamous Aaron Burr more diabolical 
than can be found in my history." On reading that award, who 
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would snspect that he had made the darkest part of this repre- 
sentation to Dr. Burgess, weeks before he wrote' his Marbiebead 
letter, in which he odled me his ^ dear, dear brother," and as- 
sured me that *^ he was prepared to do or suffer any thing for 
me in any event," and that ^ he should weep at my injuries if I 
proved to be innocent, or weep at my fall ? ^ Who would sus- 
pect on reading that award, that after saying and writing ail 
this, and after telling Gapt Daniel Tracy, while riding with him 
in the cars, that *^ he believed me bad enough to go out of the 
world with a lie in my right hand," who, I say, would infer on 
reading that award, that after saying and doing all this, Mr. 
Adams had given me the assurance, once and again, through a 
mutual friend, that if I would come to Boston and be tried by a 
jury and obtain an acquittal ^ his pulpit should be open to me 
for the first," — thus pledging himself to open his pulpit to a 
man whom he regarded as an unscrupulous liar even in a dying 
hour, — as vile as the infamous Aaron Burr, — and as hell in- 
carnate, nay, IM itself f On reading that award, who would 
suspect that it was in evidence before the referees, that Mr. 
Adams had said in open church meeting, that *^ I was the wick* 
edest man that walked the streets of Boston ? " Who would 
suspect that the Bev. Hubbard Winslow had testified before 
them, that when he told Mr. Adams that, in his judgment, the 
result of the council at Exeter fully vindicated me after my ac- 
quittal by the jury, Mr. Adams said to him that he differed from 
him, and that sooner than dismiss a member to my church, he 
would resign his ofiice ? Who would suspect that it had been 
proved before them by the testimony of the Rev. Dr. Gilbert^ 
of Newton, that, as he had been solicited by his parishioners to 
exchange with me, he consulted Mr. Adams as to his duty in 
the matter, and that Mr. Adams told him about Dr. Haywud's 
aflEldavit to prevent him from proposing an exchange ? Who 
would suspect that it was in evidence before the referees that 
Mr. Adams had written to a lady in Pittston for something 
against my moral character when I was in college ; and when 
informed by her that she knew nothing against me, he had writ- 
ten a second time, telling her that he thought she did know 
something, and that it was her duty to Christ to tell what she 
knew, and that if she would make the disclosures, no harm 
should come to her ; and that after all this persuasion, she still 
assured him of her ignorance of any thing prejudicial to my 
character in any part of my life ? And especially, on reading 
their award, who would suspect that Mr. Adams had any thing 
to do in getting up that false and infamously scurrilous pam- 



UFE OF RBV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 307 

phlety — the Medical Facty — that he knew it to be false at the 
time of its publication, so far as it implicated me in any crime, 
because he had been so assured bj my physician, whom he ad- 
mits to be the only competent witness in the case ? 

And finally, who would have suspected, on reading their 
award, that Mr. Adams had made any attempt to pahn upon me 
the writing of certain anonymous letters, which were not writ- 
ten in a disguised hand, and which bore no more resemblance 
to my handwriting, as Mr. Adams well knew, than to the hand- 
writing of the Grand Sultan ? 

But while the preceding and other expressive items of evi- 
dence against Mr. Adams were not so much as alluded to by 
the referees, yet were they careful, in their award, to state mat* 
ters brought before them to my injury, by the learned counsel 
for the defence, and against the introduction of which my coun- 
sel earnestly protested, on the ground of their irrelevancy, as 
having been finally disposed of, then more than six years, by a 
competent tribunal, and therefore as being matters which I could 
not possibly have contemplated as the subject of review before 
the referees. 

There is one item introduced by the referees into their award, 
— and I -thmk needlessly as well as cruelly introduced, — to 
which I beg leave to diiect your particular attention for one 
moment The matter to wluch I refer is to me a subject of 
great delicacy, imd one which I should be glad to let pass unno- 
ticed, if I could do BO without injustice to myself, and perhaps 
to you. I allude to the manner in which the referees speak of 
my attempt at suicide. Every reader of their award who was 
unacquainted with the facts which were fiilly before the referees, 
would suppose that I calmly resigned my office as pastor of the 
church at Exeter, and calmly retired to my chamber, and then 
with equal calmness and self-possession, made an attempt on my 
life. The natural inference drawn from the statement of the 
referees, (whether so intended by them or not,) is this, — that 
I was in perfect possession of my reason at that time, and there- 
fore the act may be regarded as a confession. No onf3 would 
suspect that it appeared in evidence before them, u^^ipeached 
and unimpeachable, that I resigned my office at 8 c/clock on 
Tuesday evening, — that at midnight I was a raving maniac, 
and that my attempt at self-destruction was not made till Thurs- 
day morning. No one would suspect that Dr. Perry, my at- 
tending physician, bad just stated to them on his oath that he 
had inade the subject of delirium his special study for years, 
and that a clearer case of insanity he had never witnessed. 
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How uncalled for, how unjust such a reference was, thus naked 
and unexplained, I leave to the manhood of others to decide. 

And now while I proceed to remark upon the legal opinions 
of the referees, I bespeak your atteiUitw and patient ear, feeling 
assured as I do, that those opinions will, when the most care- 
fully weighed, the most surely deepen your impressions of the 
wrongs I have suffered in the strange progress of clerical and 
legal doings. 

In addition to what I have already said of the award of the 
referees^ I come now to speak of a still graver part of it — a 
part in which, not only myself, but the entire community have a 
deep and lasting interest And here I mean the question of 
privilegey — the privilege of saying all manner of evil falsely 
against one's neighbor, for the sake of God and the public wel- 
fare. In their award the referees have laid down the principle 
as a city of refhge for gross and persevering slander, within 
whose sacred gates Mr. Adams is inclosed and fortified against 
all pursuit, — the principle that a clerical association has full 
power to charge one of its members with gross crimes ; to ad- 
judge him guilty of them, and to fasten his condemnation on their 
records for transmission and inspection through all succeeding 
time, however false those charges may be, or may have been 
proved to be by the final and solemn verdict of a tribunal estab- 
lished by law for the protection of the innocent, and for the pub- 
lic safety; — a principle which allows a clerical association to 
do this and all this, without the trial of the accused, and against 
the ecclesiastical inhibition of such trial, — without his knowl- 
edge of the accusation, and even when such transaction is con- 
cealed from his view for years, and at last finds its way to his 
knowledge in spite of their vigilant secrecy. Nay more ; the 
principle of the award covers not only this broad ground, but 
reaches to a yet wider extent ; for it protects the leader in these 
clerical transactions as well wA of the association as in it. For 
the sake of serving God, it allows him in his church, and where- 
ever he may accost a neighbor, to reiterate and multiply his 
scandals without stint, and without fear of responsibility. 



The referees, having expressed their opinion in the i^stract, 
about possible cases — cases that ^may be," — go on to say, 
as their funher opinion, ^ that while the verdict of a jury is 
entitled to g7*eat weight, and ought to be regarded as primd 
facie evident^ of innocence, yet that such an association is not 
bound to regiird it as conclusive." 
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Sueh an association ! — great weight I — not amchmve ! 
These, fellow-citizens, are words of grave import Let us, then, 
inquire into their meaning and application. ^ Greai weight ! " 
And where f Is a verdict of acquittal to be so ponderous that 
the might of the law cannot move it a hair^s breath, and yet so 
very light that the breath of a ministerial club, not known to the 
law, can blow it awaj as a feather ? — * Not conclusive / " And 
to whom not conclusiye ? Is a verdict of acquittal, then, con- 
clusive in a court established hg and ybr the whole people of this 
Commonwealth, and so conclusive that the people may not 
openly gainsay it, — may not openly falsify it ; and yet so t»- 
conclusive that ^such an association," a self-constituted' spirit- 
ual court, not recognized by the civil law, and carefully denied 
all jurisdiction by the fundamental principles of their own plat- 
form, and the settled polity of two hundred years, — is a verdict 
of acquittal, I ask, so inconclusive, that '^ such an association ** 
may in conclave, sit in judgment on him who has been acquitted, 
reverse the verdict, and make a lasting record of his guilt ? 
Oan that be a true legal doctrine which so counteracts the force 
of law ? — So thwarts common sense ? — So ungospels the min- 
isters of Christ, the disciples of Him, who when guilt was open 
as the day, mercifully said, ** Neither do I condemn thee : go, 
and sin no more." 

But the referees yet further proceed, and say, " When the 
plaintiff asked to be restored to his standing by rescinding their 
record, and also requested to be recommended to another asso- 
ciation, it became proper for them to discuss the matter, and act 
on it according to their convictions of truth and dutg." 

This is, indeed, a vast principle. Certainly this law of the 
referees is " exceedingly broad." I will not venture to take 
you, step by step, over all the ground it covers ; for that would 
overtask both your patience and mine. Therefore, after a mo- 
mentary glance over this continent of clerical license, I will 
explore with you some of its most striking localities. 

This, then, is the general principle, that if any minister seeks 
admission into a clerical association, they may so '* discuss the 
matter," as to say, without restraint or limit, whatever they 
may thirik proper to say ; and that they may ^ act on it," whether 
by final vote or fixed record, Just as theg think proper/ — or, in 
the tantamount language of the referees, — ** according to their 
convictions of truth and duty I " This is breadth, — nay more, 
it is both latitude and longitude, with a vengeance. 

And now, after this rapid general survey of the principle it- 
self I beg your attention to a few striking partieularsy as to 
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the aUowed practical operaHan of these clerical ^ convictionB <^ 
truth and duty/' persuaded as I am, that even a hasty glanca 
at the practical operation of any principle will more forcibly 
exhibit its character, and more clearly develop its scope, than 
the wisest abstract speculation of civil or canonical doctors. 

It matters not, — so the principle declares, — it matters not 
at all vfhat those clerical *^ convictions of truth and duty " are, 
— whence they come, — whither they go, or what they do. 
Reasonable or unreasonable, right or wrong, with law or against 
law, for good or for evil, they are alike and wholly irresponsi- 
ble ! It matters not what prejudices bred them, — what bigot- 
ry nursed them, — what evidence they resisted, ^- what decision 
of court they annulled, or what verdict of jury they falsified. It 
matters not what interest they mar, — what character they de- 
fame, — what calling or business they ruin, — what church or 
society they molest, — what individual they harass and pros- 
trate, or what family they afflict with deep and lasting distress 1 
No, no matter — none at all ! The law — (so the referees 
gravely assure us) — the law sits calm, and self-complacent, and 
dignified, and unconcerned, — wholly indifferent to all wrongs 
and all griefs, — yes, and all insults to the solemn verdict of its 
own sanctuary, — provided the clerical association who do these 
wrongs, inflict these griefs, and mock the majesty of law, — com- 
mit such outrages on common sense " according to their convic- 
tions of truth and duty," or, in other words, according to what- 
ever is " right in their own eyes." 

Hitherto this sweeping Uoense to clerical associations has 
been shut out of our borders with a care and a decision which 
have both expressed and preserved the deep moral sentiment of 
the people within those borders. Our civil and ecclesiastical 
institutions have been at all periods, a discouraging bulwark 
against the intrusion of such license. The genius of the Com- 
monwealth has sternly rebuked every aspiration for a power so 
adverse to what she has most loved i^d cherished. In no part 
of Massachusetts, in all its history, has there been, till now, a 
more constant or a more clear-sighted vigilance against the 
stealing in of such a power, than here, in your world-known 
metropolis. Without this deep-rooted principle of hostility to 
unmixed and unchecked clerical power, the light which has 
beamed from this spot on all nations, had never shined, and the 
deeds which have made its name imperishable to the end of 
time, had never been done, — no, never / We feel too sure of 
the glory of the past, and too richly the enjoyment of the pres- 
enty to be provident enough for the future. The time may 
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oome, and its silent step may not be far off, when there shall be 
felt a need, greater than we can now feel, of all those guaran- 
ties of civil and religious liberty which oar fathers were so wise 
to establish, so vigilant to guard, and so self-sacrificing to de- 
fend. It is a thousand fold easier to keep them when possessed, 
than to regain them when lost Who knows the end, — who 
can foretell the result of a decision, which, if sustained, will 
stand as a recorded legal precedent in favor of secret ex parte 
clerical power over verdicts of juries and constitutions of gov- 
ernment — a clerical power limited' only by its own '^ convic- 
tions of truth and duty ? " *' God save the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts " from the rank injustice and the certain perils 
of sudi juridical law I 



I wish also to express my gratitude to those editors and con- 
ductors of the public press, who have kindly aided me by pro- 
claiming to the world that my rights as a citizen — not to say as 
a clergyman — have been most unjustly invaded, and most 
wrongfully attempted to be wrested from me. Grentlemen of 
the press — should any of them be here to-night — from the 
bottom of my heart, I thank you. 

But to none do I — can I — ought I to feel so truly grate* 
ful, as to those men and women, the members of my church 
and congregation, — those true-hearted friends who stood stead- 
fastly by me in the midst of my severe trials and persecutions, 
when summer friends deserted me, and whose confidence in me 
was then, and still is unshaken and undiminished, and who now 
feel that those awful disclosures, so confidently predicted as 
coming out against me in the late trial, have proved to be awful 
disclosures of .the deep-laid schemes and disgraceful efforts of 
my enemies to blast my reputation, and drive me out of my 
Master's vineyard, and out of the pale of all Christian and 
reputable society. 

Friends and fellow-citizens, in my statements in this address, 
I hav£ not hesitated to speak plainly of the course of Mr. 
•Adams, the unwearied and unrelenting principal in these trans- 
actions. Nay, more ; I have been compelled so to speak. Am 
I not right in so speaking ? Should I not be false to myself 
and fabe to justice not to speak out in such a cause ? I have 
said these things ^ more in sorrow than in anger ; " and I ap- 
peal to you whether I am not justified in stating the compli- 
cated and unbecoming ways in which, for many, many 
yearsy he has sought my earthly ruin, with a perseverance 
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which has never tired, and a yigiiaace which has never slept? 
Does Mr. Adams saj, — does any one say far him, that he was 
honest in his belief and conscientious in his daty whilst dogging 
my steps from youth to manhood, from State to State, and 
from year to year, without respite, and without mitigation of 
his obstinate purpose? Yes, and what is more, constantly 
renewing his cdTorts, and unwilling to desist, even afler finding 
no charge sustained against my moral character in any place — 
by any person — at any period of my life. What ! Shall all 
this persecution, having all the aspect and all the effect of cru- 
elty, be sheltered under the plea of honesty, the rights of con- 
science, and the holy love of doing good ? Can such a plea 
avail him in the sight of religion ? Shall it satisfy the claims 
of common sense ? What, I pray you, is religion worth, — 
what is man's understanding good for, if both or either of them 
justifies at all, or does not wholly condemn an obstinacy which 
defies evidence, — an honesty which regards neither the dictates 
of truth, nor the first and plainest principles of natural justice ? 
And now, fellow-citizens, permit me to say, in conclusion, that 
in presenting my case before you, I have endeavored to do my 
duty ; nothing more — nothing less. I have endeavored to do 
it all along. I have, in no instance, been the aggressor. I have 
simply acted on the defensive. I felt as much bound to protect 
my reputation from unjust aspersion, coming from so high a 
source, as to protect my person and my life from the dagger of 
the assassin. I felt it an imperious duty to resist, when men of 
high standing in the community were striving to rob me of that 
priceless jewel — a ffood name* And I still intend to do my 
duty according to the best of my ability, notwithstanding my 
little property has been exhausted, and more than exhausted in 
the unequal conflict with wealth and power. Having vindicated 
my character by forcing my accuser to shield himself, not be- 
hind the truth of his charges, as he would have done, had there 
been any ^alid evidence of their truth, but behind the law of 
privilege to libel and slander me, — having done this, I say, I 
ought not — I do not think much of the loss of my worldly 
substance. And were it not for a dependent family, and cer- 
tain obligations justly due, I should not think of it at all. With 
that help which comes from God's unforeseen providence, and 
which, though not seen, the weak are encouraged to rely on, I 
shall press this mattter to the utmost limit which the principles 
of the gospel and the laws of my country will allow. Gentle- 
men standing at the head of the legal profession, have assured 
me that the record of the Association, which I have been seek- 
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ing to get rescinded, is a perpetual libel, and that no statute of 
limitation can protect its authors or retainers before a judge and 
jury. I shall not cease my efforts to have that record erased, 
that the bo0k, which contains it, may tell the truth, and not a 
He ; a book open to the inspection of every new member, and 
liable to be cited as authority to the end of time. 

But perhaps you will say. Why persevere in this unequal 
conflict with wealth and power ? Why not give up the contest, 
when the odds are so fearfully against you ? Why ? Because 
it is my sacred right that that false and infamous record be re- 
scinded, and my sacred duty never to cease my efforts so long 
as it remains unrescinded. And in these efforts I shall perse- 
yere while life and breath remain ; and if I fail, I will leave it, 
when dying, as a legacy to my children. 

Fellow-citizens, you have heard my simple story, my plain 
reasons, and common sense principles, on whose united strength 
I rest my hope of your just sentiment and corresponding sym- 
pathy in behalf of the cause which, single-handed, and with 
exhausted funds, I am called to vindicate against the advantages 
of wealth, of social position, of busy prejudice, <^ public and 
private calumny, and of temporary success. But though cast 
down, I am not forsaken. God has laid the foundations of jus- 
tice too broad and deep for the utter discouragement of a right- 
eous hope. This night bears witness to the hand of that Prov- 
idence which reaches, as in the blaze of noon, what, to the 
purblind eye of man, is wrapped in the deep darkness of mid- 
night There is, indeed, a spirit in man, and verily the inspira- 
tion of the Almighty hath given him understanding; and never 
is that spirit and that understanding so wisely employed as in 
watching and admiring the developments of his Providence ac- 
cording to the established laws of his realm, both of universal 
natter and universsd mind. The laws of our moral being are 
the laws of God, and, when duly pondered, are marvellous in 
our eyes. 

In accordance with those laws, written on all hearts, the 
rights which I have here asserted as my own, are mare than 
mine. No man's rights are solitary. The daims of justice are 
isolated to no man. They are not the less common because the 
more individual The golden chain which encircles humanity, 
if broken anywhere, is whole nowhere. If my own special 
occasion and private need have compelled me to invite your 
presence and invoke your aid, it is some relief to this personal 
humiliation, that ptUdic^ as well as private justice speaks 
through me. I could not consent to be here if my cause or my 

27 
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heart were alone. The wide world would he hot a prisoner's 
cell, which the fulness of the world would make yet more a 
solitude, if my own claims of justice found no responsive echo 
from the Yoice of surrounding humanity. But I know, and it 
is my unspeakable jay to know, that I am not alone, — that I 
am compassed by no such desolation. I see, Ifed the evidence 
that the sentiments I have here uttered, and the principles I 
have here declared, are your sentiments — are ^our principles, 
and that, therefore, my wrongs and my griefs, however much 
my own, are, in a measure, yours. Your kind presence, your 
earnest attention, your visible emotion, all, all tell me of your 
apprehension for sdl rights when molested in the person of the 
humblest individual Yes, what I witness here this hour, gives 
me perfect knowledge that, great as is your habitual, inbred 
respect for law, it disappears, — it vanishes, — it turns to hate, . 
when law and justice are antagonists to each other. I freely 
confess — I cannot withhold the confession, for it leaps from 
the abundance of my heart — that I am moved, gready moved 
by that prevailing sense of right, whose united expression 
strengthens the principle of right in the heart of every indi- 
viduid, and thus makes it the common strength of all. I am, 
this moment, more than ever conscious of the might of truth 
and the majesty of justice, when I thus see them presiding at 
once, over the convictions of the understanding, and the sympa- 
thies of the heart I feel more than ever overcome, and yet more 
than ever lifted up, by a sense of His goodness who has fixed in 
the bosom of human nature, this watchful safeguard of its ever- 
lasting necessities. I feel, as present, the upholding hand of 
Him who teaches, by this lesson of his Providence through 
you, that there is, in all our race, a power to understand and a 
necessity to approve those eternal principles of justice, without 
which man cannot be man, nor God himself be God. 

Fellow-citizens, ladies and gentlemen, friends and strangers ! 
I thank you all, — I thank you more than I can tell, — for your 
patient ear and earnest heart, while I have so long detained 
you on a subject which has no attraction for you or me, separate 
from the claims of justice which humanity everywhere is priv- 
ileged to respect. In return for all this kindness, I can offer 
you, in addition to my hearty thanks, nothing but my earnest 
prayer that prosperity may abide in your lot, and that in adver- 
sity, should it ever overtake you, you may have the strong sup- 
port of a dear conscience and an approving God. 

The delivery and subsequent publication of this 
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address produced the most happy results to me, but 
most disastrous to my opponent, as any one might see, 
unless his eyes were closed and sealed. 



CHAPTER XXVI. 

There is one thing contained in that award which 
claims special notice. Instead of inserting in their 
award, the preamble and vote of January 7th, 1845, 
which states the ground and the specifications of my 
suit against Dr. Adams, and which the Association re- 
fused to rescind by solemn vote, July 10th, 1849, the 
referees pass that over in silence, and proceed to quote 
from the book of records, another preamble and vote, 
which I did not know was among their recorded doings, 
till the trial had commenced. In order to show the 
reader what a stupendous fraud had been practised on 
the referees in the copy of that preamble and vote 
which was furnished them for their guide, I will here 
quote that portion of it which exhibits the fraud in the 
most appaUing light: — 

Whereas, in the opinion of the Association the preamble and 
vote of 7th of January, 1845, in the case of Mr. Fairchild, 
would better express what were the views of the Association, 
should the language of the result of the Exeter council bo 
strictly followed in said preamble and vote, therefore, voted, tliat 
said language be introduced into said preamble and vote so that 
they shall read as follows : — 

Whereas, an ecclesiastical council held at Exeter, N. II., in 
July last, for the purpose of hearing and examining certain 
chiu-ges against the moral character of Rev. Joy H. Fairchild, 
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a member of this Association, and at that time pastor of the fint 
church in £xeter, at which a committee of this As:$ociadon was 
present, did declare their deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild 
cannot be innocent in this matter oonoeming which he was 
charged; and did on this ground declare that unless he can 
present a clearer vindication of himself before some tribunal 
more competent than ourselTCs to compel the attendance of 
witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth, he ought not, and 
so far as our decision goes, does not, longer hold the place of 
minister in the church of Christ" 

Near the close of the result of the Exeter Council, the 
reader will mark the sentence, " and till such act be dane^ 
commencing immediately after the words "utterance 
of all the truth." The sentence is, indeed, a short one; 
but it is full of meaning. U is the very hinge on which 
the true import of that result turns. But it would seem 
that the eyes of the referees were not permitted to sec 
it And yet those gentlemen find it stated in the pre- 
amble and vote that "the Association are following 
strictly the language of the result of the Exeter Coun- 
cil ! " When I pointed out this omission to the Rev. 
Mr. Kirk, in an interview with him in February, 1854, 
he could not believe it possible. He said he thought it 
must be a mistake of the printer. ' At his suggestion, I 
went directly to the clerk of the court, and requested 
permission to look at the award of the referees. But 
alas ! on searching it, I found that the printer had made 
no mistake. Now the question comes up here with 
irresistible force, who gave the referees that false and 
garbled copy, assuring them that " the language of the 
result of the Exeter Council was strictly followed" 
therein? Will the referees assume the responsibility 
of the omission ? or will Mr. Choate, or Mr. Hubbard? 
Or must it rest on Dr. Adams ? If any one else is the 
guilty man, and is willing to burden himself with such 
a weighty and disgraceful responsibility by an open 
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avowal of the fact, he is perfectly at liberty to do so. I, 
for one, shall not envy him the honor. And if it be in- 
,deed true that a clergyman perpetrated the fraud, 1 
would adyise him neither to preach nor to speak any 
more against the tergiversations and crooked doings of 
pot-house politicians. 

After this address had been so widely circulated and 
so extensively read, and the press in noticing it, had 
rebuked Dr. Adams in such thunder tones for the man- 
ner in which he had persecuted and slandered me, I did 
think that his love of self if nothing else, would never 
allow him again to use his tongue or his pen to my 
injury, and that whatever amount of malice he might 
hs^ve harbored towards me, would be either exorcised, or 
henceforth shut up and closely confined in his own 
breast. More than two months having passed away, 
and he€uing nothing from him or his friends in relation 
to my address, we concluded that he had indeed laid 
down his arms and given up the contest. We then 
began to move, though very cautiously, towards secur- 
ing a suitable site on which to erect a church edifice ; 
and on the last Sabbath but one in May, 1852, 1 had 
the pleasure of announcing to my congregation that I 
had obtained a site which I deemed quite as eligible 
and desirable for such an object as any other in South 
Boston. On Wednesday evening of that very week, 
another scheme for my ruin was developed ; and we 
soon learned that Dr. Adams was deeply concerned in 
it As this will doubtiess be regarded by the reader as 
one of the most " remarkable incidents " in my history, 
it' will be proper that I should go into the matter some- 
what in detail. 

Mr. Reuben Hunting and Sarah, his wife, were then 
members of my church, but had removed from South 

27» 
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Boston in the fall of 1849 to reside in Newton Place, a 
few doors- from Beach Street, near Washington Street 
On the Wednesday evening referred to, he had invited 
the leading male members of my church to meet at his 
house, on business, as he said, of great importance. As 
most of the brethren were previously engaged, only 
three accepted the invitation. Soon after their arrival 
he proceeded to let them know what the business-was 
by reading a paper signed by his wife, stating, in sub- 
stance, that she called at my house in August, 1849, 
and that I insulted her, and mentioned certain trans- 
actions, though very particular to say that there was 
nothing criminal. As soon as the paper was read, the 
brethren very freely expressed their opinion respecting 
it, — that there was no truth in it, — that it was so im- 
probable and inconsistent as to carry falsehood on the 
face of it. And when they left they took the paper to 
bring to me, as it was their duty to do. Mr. and Mrs. 
Hunting requested that they might retain the paper 
awhile in order to take a copy, as they had none. This 
request was granted, on the promise that they would 
return it to one of the brethren, who agreed to call for 
it on Friday morning. The brother called at the ap- 
pointed time ; but they utterly refused to give up the 
paper. They admitted the promise, but said they had 
taken advice, and changed their minds; and finally 
told the brother that they could not give it up, for it 
had been destroyed. He wished to know who had giv- 
en them such advice ? But they were not inclined to 
tell him. He, suspecting who it was, asked them if Dr. 
Adams was their adviser ? Here they demurred. But 
he pressed for an answer. At length they replied that 
" D*. Adams had advised them, and told them it was 
very important that they should know what the law 
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was on the subject" It would seem, then, that Dr. 
Adams thought the law requhred the destruction of the 
paper. Did equUy^ or honor ^ or honesty require it ? 

As soon as the matter was stated to me, I went di- 
rectly to my lawyer, related the circumstances to him, 
assuring him that I could submit to such treatment no 
longer, and that I wished him to make out a writ 
against Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, and bring them before a 
civil tribunal to answer for their crime. But when he 
suggested that my enemies would say I took that course 
as a specimen of my cunning, as I well knew that in 
court she could not utter a word, and that I had com- 
menced a prosecution for the purpose of closing her 
lips, and as there was no other witness, I should get the 
case, though ever so guilty. I then felt obliged to com- 
mence the usual process of church-discipUne ; and the 
preliminary steps having been taken as the gospel di- 
rects, she and her husband were summoned to appear 
before the church on the evening of June &, to answer 
to the following charges, which had, in due form, been 
preferred against them, namely, ^^ falsehood^ slander^ and 
a violation of their covenant vows and obligations^ 

It cannot be interesting to the reader, nor essential to 
a right understanding of the merits of the case that I 
should here give a particular account of the process of 
discipline, — such as the appointment and reports of 
committees, — the citation and appearance of the de- 
linquents before the church, — the result of the exami- 
nation, — their suspension from church-membership, — 
their application for a mutual council, and its refusal 
by the church. To go into a detailed account of these 
matters would be quite insipid to the reader, and give 
him no light on the subject which he will not derive 
from a perusal of the two protests which follow, and 
which I beg him to read with care; for all that is essen- 
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tial to a full and correct knowledge of the case is clearly 
stated in those two documents. I wiU, however, just 
mention the fact that Mrs. Hunting, in defending 
herself before the church, had not finished her first sen- 
tence without distinctly stating that Dr. Adams was her 
spiritual adviser. She spoke of it in such tones and 
with such an air of confidence as seemed to say, ^ Go 
contrary to his advice, if you dare." Suffice it here to 
say, that as the church refused a mutual council, Mr. and 
Mrs. Hunting having made Dr. Adams their spiritual 
adviser, in due time called an exparte council, of which 
we, however, knew nothing till Friday evening, Septem- 
ber 24, 1852, and t&e council was to convene the next 
Wednesday, at 10 o'clock A.M. 
The following is a true copy of the letter missive : — 

Boston, Sept 22, 1852. 
To THB Church, Boston : — 

Dear BrQjtbren, — The undersigned, having recently been 
Bospended by the Payson Church, in consequence of charging 
the pastor, Bev. Joy H. Fairchild, with immoral conduct to- 
wards one of us, and having been denied a mutual council to 
investigate our case, hereby request you to meet in exparU 
council, by your pastor and a delegate, to hear our statement, 
and determine whether we have been justly deprived of our 
church standing, and thereby excluded from communion and 
fellowship with other churches. 

The council will meet in Boston, on Wednesday, September 
29th instant, at 10 o'clock, a.m., at No. 13 Beach street. 
The churches invited are 
Old South Church, Boston, Rev. Dr. Blagden. 

Essex street «< « << « Adams. 

Bowdoin « « « <« Waterbuiy. 

Salem « « « « Beecher. 

Mt Vernon " « «* Mr. Kirk. 

Park street « « « « Stone. 

East Boston « « « « Claric. 

Wishing you grace, mercy, and peace, we are 

Respectfully, Yours in Christ, 

Reubbn HUNTINa. 
No. 12 Newton Place, Beech street Sabajs Huntiho. 
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The council met agreeably to the above request, and 
appointed Dr. Beecher as moderator, and Mr. Clark of 
East Boston, as scribe. As soon as the council was 
ready to proceed to business, Mr. Calvin Walton, clerk 
of my church, and chairman of the committee, pre- 
sented to the moderator the foTlowing protest : — 

At a meetiDg of the Payson Church at South Boston, held 
on the evening of the 28th day of September, 1852, the church 
voted to adopt the following Protest, to be presented to the 
exparte council, called by Reuben Hunting and Sarah Hunt- 
ing his wife, as appears by a copy of a letter missive sent to 
this church, should such council assemble. 

To the moderator and members of the eaparte council, so 
called, convened at No. 13 Beach street, Boston, on the 29th 
of September, 1852, by request of Reuben Hunting and Sarah 
Hunting his wife. 

We, the Payson Church in South Boston, in the exercise 
and maintenance of our rights, hereby protest against any su- 
pervision, review, or other ecclesiastical action whatever being 
had by you upon the case of Reuben Hunting and Sarah 
Hunting, as touching their suspension from membership with 
us, inasmuch as such council is neither competent, nor has it 
just occasion to pass upon, or in any way interfere with, our 
action in said case. 

It is needless now to detail the reasons, including the abun- 
dant and decisive evidence which governed our final action in 
the aforesaid case, a part of which reasons and the nature of 
which evidence, are summarily stated and characterized in the 
communications duly made from time to time to Mr. and Mrs. 
Hunting. But we, the church, would remark, that, whatever 
authority, approved precedent, or necessity may seem to justify 
or demand the inte^erence of an exparte council righteously 
composed, for the xelief of plain or probable hardship, no au- 
thority, approved precedent, or necessity whatever, can demand 
or justify Uie interference of an exparte council in the aforesaid 
case of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, who have never, to our knowl- 
edge, complained of irregularity in the process of discipline 
against them, nor of a severity, in their suspension, dispropor- 
ate to the offences charged against them, and whose offence 
against the plainest rule of Scripture and their own covenant 
obligations, was not only clearly proved, but admitted and per- 
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ststed in, in presence of the cfaarch. It may be proper jto add, 
that the vote sustaining the charges against Mr. and Mi& 
Hunting, (which were three in number,) was passed at an 
unusually large meeting of the church, and with entire una- 
nimity, i^r both parties and various witnesses had been fully 
examined and heard. • 

Nor is this all ; for in respect to the imputed misconduct of 
our pastor, while the story of the principal accuser, told by her 
to the church, was not only improbable, inconsistent, and con- 
tradictory in itself, but wholly irreconcilable with other siate- 
ments made by her elsewhere, to divers other persons, — such 
imputed misconduct could not have been scripturally or ecclesi- 
astically found to be real, on the testimony of Mrs. Hunting 
alone, (who was the only authority pretended in the allega- 
tion,) even if her story were consistent, and her veracity unim- 
peached. (1 Tim. 5 : 19.) 

The case being, as above comprehensively stated, and the 
church being so clearly and unanimously convinced of the 
same as to need neither " light nor peace " on the subject, a 
mutual council even, would, in our estimation, have been un- 
called for, superfluous, and of evil tendency. 

And we, the said Payson Church, do accordingly hereby 
protest against any interference of any exparte council in the 
case of- Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, as disorderly, arrogant, and 
subversive of the rights, liberties, constitutional jurisdiction, and 
settled usage of the churches. 

We might speak at large of the extraordinary and unwar- 
rantable composition of the council, — of the undue haste and 
insufficient notice of the time, place, and purpose of its meet- 
ing, — and of other matters, which, in their strong combination 
would go to demonstrate the gross impropriety of its existence 
and contemplated action, as well as its utter incompetency to do 
any thing in the premises ; but as time presses, and as matters 
now are, protesting as above, and waiving no rights, we do but 
barely mention and suggest, in general terms, tame of the many 
considerations which might be more distinctly stated, and more 
specifically enlarged upon, to persuade, if not to deter the coun- 
cil from the impertinent business it may assume to entertain 
and act upon. 

In conclusion, we, the Payson Church, reaffirming our own 
acts as proper, being within our own jurisdiction, — and as 
righteous, being in conformity with the truth, would renewedly 
protest against any action of said exparU council, so called, 
both as incompetent and as having no occasion therdbr ; and in 
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no way yielding our own rights or authority, but with Christian 
fidelity, admonishing of responsibilities, and forewarning of con- 
sequences, would submit the foregoing. 

This protest was presented to the moderator of the 
exparte council by the clerk, as directed. 

A note was soon received from the scribe of the coun- 
cil, informing me and the Payson Church that the coun- 
cil had adjourned for two weeks to afford the church 
further opportunity to communicate their views to said 
coundL 

Neither Dr. Waterbury nor Mr. Stone had any thing 
to do with this council. They did not consent to be- 
come members, nor did their respective churches appoint 
delegates. As the letters missive were read in the 
church prayer-meetings on Friday evening, the editors 
of several of our papers soon learnt what was going on, 
and some of them were unsparing in their censures on 
Dr. Adams for presuming io sit as a member of an ex- 
parte council to adjudicate any matter relating to my 
interest, however remotely, giving him distinctly to un- 
derstand that any decision unfavorable to me from such 
a council would have little weight in this community. 
The pressure of public sentiment came upon him so 
heavily, that when the council assembled he sent a note 
to the moderator, stating, that for obvious reasons, he 
withdrew from the council. After advising and assist 
ing in its formation, and getting them together to do his 
ungmcious work, he absented himself, and left the other 
four clergymen, with all the delegates, to do his bidding. 
But it is worthy of remark that his delegate did not 
withdraw. In relation to this matter, a correspondent 
sent a brief communication to the Transcript in defence 
of Dr. Adams, from which I will here quote a sentence 
or two. ^ By Congregational usage, those who call a 
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council invite whom they please, and no person becomes 
a member of the cooncil till he accepts. In the case 
referred to yesterday, Dr. Adams was invited, but when 
the council met yesterday, a letter was received £rom him 
declining to act upon the council, and he has not been 
a member." Whoever wrote this, was either himself 
deceived, or he meant to deceive others ; for nothing can 
be more susceptible of proof, without regard to the tes- 
timony of the Huntings, than that Dr. Adams was the 
prime mover in the whole affair of that council, — 
that he consulted some, at least, of the pastors about 
the matter, before they were invited, and one of them, 
who became a member, advised Dr. Adams not to have 
any council called. A member of his own church told 
me that he was present when Dr. Adams read the letter 
missive, and that he advocated the appointment of a 
delegate, and stated that it was a proper occasion for 
an ea^arte council, and referred to the Cambridge plat- 
form as his authority. 

When the council met at the end of two weeks, only 
one clergyman was present, — the Rev. Dr. Blagden; 
and he was appointed moderator pro tern. The Rev. 
Mr. Clark, the scribe, sent a letter to the council resign- 
ing his office and withdrawing his membership. The 
Rev. Mr. Kirk also sent a similar letter, which he after- 
wards gave me permission to read, and which met my 
approbation. So that, at the second meeting of the 
council, there were only two clerical members, and one 
of them was absent. The council again adjourned for 
two or three weeks, thus keeping the matter in a state 
of suspense before the public mind, greatly to my injury. 

The council met for the third and last time on the 
13th day of October. Mr. Clark had been prevailed on 
to return to the council and resume his office as scribe; 
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bat he went back, as he told me, to oppose them, and 
prevent their doing what he clearly saw, was a great 
'wrong. And I would hope that Dr. Blagden remained 
a member of the council for the same purpose, as his 
conduct towards me has since been uniformly kind and 
courteous. 



CHAPTER XXVII. 

Ths church sent a committee of three to attend this 
session of the council to watch their doings, and to pre- 
sent a second protest. I also requested one or two re- 
porters to be present, that the public might know what 
was going on. But the reporters were exduded, and 
so were the committee. They were not permitted to 
remain even to hear the reading of their own protest, 
which is as follows : — 

The Payson Church would, with due respect and fidelity, 
hereby represent to the exparte council, so called, which stands 
adjourned to meet on the 13th instant, at No. 3, Beach street, 
Boston, that this church has had quite -too much annoyance 
already, from a meddling interference of its neighbors, and es- 
pecially from certain not very neighborly ministers, to brook its 
renewal, in its present aspect, with tongue-tied patience. And 
yet we hope not to be betrayed, by any past or present wrongs, 
however perversely inflicted, into any statement, or the use of 
any language, which plain facts will not warrant, or the extra- 
ordinary occasion does not evidently justify and demand. 

It is not the purpose of this church to enter upon, or in any 
way encourage a protracted ecclesiastical controversy with any 
churches or ministers who may have a disposition for unprofita- 
ble strife ; but rather by a timely, faithful remonstrance and 
protest against irregularity, usurpation, and manifest injustice, 
lo terminate a controversy which we apprehend the exparte 
council and its busy fomenters would have been wise to have 

28 
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left off before at all meddling with it Our interest is /mom. 
Our disposition favors it. Our present manifest duties require 
it Our comfort and usefulness depend upon it, and, we think, 
the comfort and usefulness of our clerical and ecclesiastical 
neighbors will be not less promoted than our own, bj seeking 
the things which make for peace, and -things whereby one may 
edifj another. We seek our own proper edification as a first 
duty. We have no superfluous energies to waste abroad with 
any who may seek occasion to withdraw us from hopeful 
prospects at home. We have, with solemn deliberation, un- 
dertaken a work which, with the divine favor, we intend ear- 
nestly to pursue to its completion. If called, for a brief time, 
from so cheering a duty, to remonstrate and protest, once and 
again, with becoming self-respect, against the intrusion of an 
exparte council into affairs not their own, and for which they 
are. in many ways incompetent, our remonstrance and protest 
being made, we hope to resume our work at home, leaving those 
who willy to be busybodies in other men's matters, though waiv- 
ing no right to hold them to their proper responsibilities, as 
future discretion and duty may determine. 

Our former protest was brief, though, we trust, not unoom- 
prehensive or inexplicit The exceedingly short time, (three 
secular days,) between the notification to us of the meeting of 
the council, and its actual meeting, seemed as if designed to 
prevent an adequate opportunity for our deliberate and prudent 
action in defence or assertion of our inherent and constitutional 
rights ; and especially inadequate to collect the witnesses, pro- 
cure the written evidence, collate authorities apd precedents, 
and make other due preparation and arrangement for an elabo- 
rate investigation, if thought proper, before a body so remark- 
ably, uQt to say unscrupulously, composed. 

The adjournment of the council, however, affords us an un- 
expected opportunity to renew and extend our protest by these 
presents, perhaps the last ecclenastical expression to the council 
of the strong sense we entertain of our own rights and liberties, 
or of their unwarrantable assumption of oversight and authority 
in such matters. 

It is very true, and a truth not to be suppressed, that this 
church entertains no very sanguine hope that a council so con- 
stituted and so arranged, will so lay aside their habitual feelings, 
or so postpone their foregone conclusions, as to pause at any 
principles however plain, or any truths however forcible, whidi 
may admonish those feelings, or thwart those conclusions. 

The possibility of a useful effect^ sometimes justifies an un- 
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promising experiment, and the endeavor which is desperate in 
respect to those most concerned, is often ihe more beneficial to 
others more remotely interested. For both these reasons, as 
well as from a proper self-respect and a due regard to an intel- 
ligent Christian public, we now proceed to set forth in, and as 
a part of, our protest, the following facts and considerations, as a 
portion and sample of what we might detain and weary the 
council with* 

1. The time when this fresh experiment to tcx and annoy us 
was undertaken. It is widely known that in January last, our 
pastor, the Rev.. Joy H. Fairchild, delivered in Tremont Tem- 
ple an addressj which was afterwards extensively diffused in 
pamphlet, in which he effectively narrated many most remark- 
able proceedings, ministerial, associational, ecclesiastical, and 
dvil, by which he, with many others, thought himself oppressed, 
in order that he might obtain necessary pecuniary means for just 
legal relief and redress. In the course of his address he had 
occasion to narrate many facts tending directly to exculpate 
himself, and incidentally to develop the strange doings of others. 
It was an address which, we think, his opponents would find 
exceedingly difficult to gainsay or resist At least so have 
thought very many careful and discerning readers of the ad- 
dress. Those who were most impugned by it were sufficiently 
discreet to let it alone, notwithstanding its manly. Christian 
character, its sure tendency, and its noticeable effects. Its facts 
were too true, its principles too plain, and its logic too demon- 
strative to be answered or tampered with. In short, it did not 
fail to operate to a considerable extent, and by its own force, to 
disarm prejudice, and greatly modify or entirely change an un- 
favorable public sentiment towards its author. Spreading wider 
and wider, though by slow degrees, it awakened new and gen- 
erous sympathies both towards our depressed pastor, and his 
straitened fiock. This returning light gave us new courage'. 
Our place of worship, though hallowed by tears, and by many 
endearing associations such as prosperity seldom or never cre- 
ates, was yet inconvenient, and in many respects inappropriate 
to those demands of public sentiment which must be measura- 
bly complied with, in order to secure a larger and more useful 
infiuence in a portion of the city needing more ample and sea- 
sonable provision for its increasing population. 

After much careful consideration, we resolved to do what we 
could to provide a place of public wocship more suitable for our 
own accommodation, and less discouraging to the growth and 
prosperity of our church and society. Accordingly, we deter- 
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mined, doing oar own utmost, to solicit help from others more 
prospered than ourselves. We made arrangements to procure 
an eligible site for a church, which we have since obtained. 
We authorized and requested our pastor to solicit contributions, 
a work which he commenced with too much success to be well- 
pleasing to old and obstinate resentments. It was soon busilj 
whispered, by those whose friendship we had most reason to 
distrust, that if we would get rid of our pastor, help should not 
be wanting, — terms which we were bj no means disposed to 
comply with. In the midst of our plans and pursuits, this new 
vexation was sprung upon us, and, if the strong language of 
the nominal principal in the transaction may be relied on, by 
the artful endeavor of an inveterate disturber of our peace. 
Leaving, then, the consideration of the time of this new out- 
break to its own just force, whatever it may be, and merely add- 
ing that its occurrence was not till nearly two years from the 
pretended occasion for complaint, as first alleged by the princi- 
pal in the accusation of our pastor, we now proceed to state 
summarily, yet substantially, our action, with its reasons, in the 
discipline complained of to the council in the case of Mrs. 

H alone, as the vindication of our course in respect to the 

principal in the accusation of our pastor will leave no ground 
of complaint for the suspension of her accessory , her case occu- 
pying all the ground covered by his, as may be seen by their 
joint letters missive, for an exparte council, in which they in 
part truly set forth both our action and its cause in the following 
words, namely: — ^ The undersigned having recently been sus- 
pended by the Payson Church, South Boston, in consequence 
of charging the pastor, Rev. Joy H. Fairchild, with immoral 
. conduct towards one of us." 

The misconduct thus charged as immoral, is not pretended to 
have been criminal, or to have been with criminal intent. In- 
deed, such intent is virtually and strongly denied by the prin- 
cipal accuser, by the declaration that she made an unsuccessful 
experiment on his virtue, ^ to ascertaia how far he would go ! " a 
declaration which, if it does not shock the exparte council, and 
cast a dark shadow on all her testimony, did shock this church, 
and, confirming other grounds of distrust as to her veracity, cast 
discredit on her whole story as to the ofience charged. 

By our covenant, if a private fault has been committed by 
any member, (and a pastor's membership, actual if not formal, 
is recognized by an established and long-settled principle of 
Congregationalism,) that fault may not at once be divulged, nor 
until afler the failure of a more private procedure wisely pre- 
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scribed by the acknowledged Head of the church. This is the 
ecclesiastical rule in respect to at least all private offences. In 
respect to crime, however secret its perpetration, the criminal 
law of a State takes a more summary course, and if the crime 
is legally established, and the criminal is a member of a church, 
such church, assuming that the crime is already divulged and 
established, may if it see fit summarily proceed to inflict due 
censure on the offender, and to cut him off from their fellowship. 
Such is the distinction between the civil and the ecclesiastical 
code, — a distinction in either case evidently wise, each method 
of procedure being adapted to the nature, objects, and necessity 
of the community for which their several codes are ordained: 

But in the ecclesiastical case in question, it is not pretended 
that the rule prescribed by the Saviour has been complied with. 
On the contrary its violation is distinctly admitted, and at- 
tempted to be justified by the nature of the alleged &ult, and 
the official character and relations of the alleged offender, — 
an exception for which, if the offence were actual, no provision, 
explicit or implied, is made by the supreme ecclesiastical law. 
That law, then, being our guide, our action in accordance with 
it cannot be impugned without impugning the law. 

But if an exception, so explicit and express as to be unques- 
tionable, really existed in respect to official delinquency, stiU 
tiie accusation would be irregular and inadmissible on another 
ground too dear and palpable to be creditably misapprehended* 
Indeed, so well known and obvious is that ground, that in ordi- 
nary cases we could have no occasion to mention it, much less 
to defend it before a council of pastors and delegates of churches. 
It would be almost an affront not to presume that it is antici- 
pated by such a body. We offer, however, no apology for ex- 
pressly stating both the rule and the principle oi the rule, as it is 
laid down in Scripture, as to the case of a minister of the gospel. 
** Agmtui an elder receive nai an acettsaiion^ hut before two or 
three witnesses.** (1 Tim. v. 19.) By the term eider^ according 
to the general understanding of the term, is included the pastor 
of a church. 

The rule, then, is explicit, unqualified by any exception, and 
so plain that the great body of expositors of the New Testa- 
ment, in all countries and periods, and of all denominations of 
Christians, declare its meaning' as with one voice. But if this 
rule of Scripture had been questionable, or even if, by universal 
consent, no such express rule of Scripture existed, it would yet 
be a plain conclusion of common sense and ordinary discretion, 
that the principle of the rule should operate to establish the 

28* 
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practice which the rule itself so expressly enjoins. This prin- 
ciple is 80 clearly and comprehensively stated by Dr. Doddridge, 
in his Exposition of the New Testament, that we will here cite 
in full his own words, not doubting that his explanation of the 
rule and the reason of it, is the irresistible conclusion of every 
unbiased and considerate mind. Speaking of elders, and citing 
the words of Paul, Dr. Doddridge says, *' great care should be 
taken that their reputation, on which their usefulness will so 
much depend, may not be lightly impeached. Accordingly do 
not receive an aceusation against an elder, unless on the testimony 
of two or three credible witnesses^ for the single report of any 
one person is not material enough to set against the word of an 
elder, maintaming his own innocence. (See Fam. Expos, on 
1 Tim. V. 19.) 

The rule, then, being plain and indisputable, and the reason of 
it being clear and cogent, it as clearly follows that an accusa- 
tion, not corroborated by other testimony than that of the ac- 
cuser, is a violation of the spirit and obvious intent of that rule. 
The end for which the rule is given, is pUinly nothing else than 
the reasonable and just protection of character; and, in its 
proper application to that end, it forbids any and all impeach- 
ment, whether by the church collectively or by any individual 
member of it, without the concurrent testimony of the prescribed 
number of witnesses. The letter of the law shows the spirit of 
the law. The letter of it is, ^ Against an elder receive not an 
accusation," etc That which cannot be ecclesiastically received^ 
cannot be ecclesiastically offered ; for if its reception is forbid- 
den as unjust, or as tending to wrong, its presentation is like- 
wise forbidden, as having the same injurious effect or tendency. 
Such an accusation, therefore, is uidawful, and, as such, is a 
censurable offence. 

Does any one object, that we claim for our pastor a clerical 
or official privilege f Our answer to such a question is, that 
the exaction is not ours, but the gospel's. If the law is plain, 
and its import obligatoiy, we have no alternative. Duty, then, 
is not a matter of option, but of prescribed authority. But 
though the rule is explicit and mandatory in respect to elders or 
ministers, the due practice in respect to all members of the 
church is the same, as laid down by acknowledged congrega- 
tional authority. The first article in the Congregational Dic- 
tionary, recently commended to the public by the moderator of 
this council, opens as follows, namely : " Accusations in discipline 
should not be received, unless on the testimony of two or three 
witnesses." The authorities there cited in support of this uni- 



UFE OF REV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 331 

versal rule, arc Goodwin* $ Church Government^ p. 129, and 
MUcheWs Guide^ p. 103; to which may be added McUhet'i 
Ratio Discipline J p. 148* A like universal rule governs the 
practice of the four thousand Presbjterian churches in the 
United States. 

Was, then, the accusation by Mrs. H a censurable of- 
fence? This depends, ecclesiastically viewed, on the number 
of witnesses to accredit and corroborate her own testimony. 
Were there two ? Was tliere a solitary one ? Confessedly she 
stands alone, with no support whatever ; no, not even the eup* 
port of a consistent or prohMe story. 

We cannot reasonably suppose that Mrs. H was ignorant 

either of the plain rule of Scripture, or of her own covenant en- 
gagement The presumption, in every church, in respect to 
each and all of its members, is, that duties plainly taught and 
voluntarily assented to, are sufficiently understood to be duly 

practised. But if, in the case of Mrs. H ^ there might have 

been room to entertain a doubt of her unaided capacity to un- 
derstand her acknowledged or assumed obligations, yet as she 
professes to have put herself under the special care of the Rev. 
Dr. Adams, as her select spiritual adviser in regard to her scrip- 
tural and covenant obligations, we are not permitted by orcU- 
nary rules of action, to entertain those scruples which in some 
other extreme cases might claim our indulgence. But even if 
she had been misled in her application for spiritual advice, to 
one who was so conversant with, and had taken so deep an in- 
terest in our affairs, still we could not see any occasion for the 
plea of ignorance while persisting in her irregular course after 
due admonition of her error. 

Plainly, then, the offence for which Mrs. H. was suspended 
from our fellowship was fully sustained, and who shall say 
that this church might not so declare, or might not determine 
what, or what measure of censure her manifest offence claimed ? 
To wrest the matter from their hands, or in any way to weaken 
those hands, even by a seeming doubt of due authority or the 
just and proper use of it, would be rash, arrogant, and altogether 
reprehensible on the part of any council, however composed, 
who should assume or presume so to interfere and intermeddle ; 
and what measure of oondenmation and indignant rebuke would 
be too severe, for such arrogance and presumption on the part 
of an exparte council so sorted and composed as the present, 
further developments in this protest may, perhaps, suggest to 
any whom discretion has not utterly forsiJcen. 

To all this we may more distinctly add, that the church sitting 
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as the only competent jnrj and tribunal in the matter, were con- 
vinced bj evidence to us perfectly conclusive, that the principal 
accuser was not to be credited for the statements whiph she 
made, while we were fullj satisfied, upon the most careful ex- 
amination of all the evidence, that Mr. and Mrs. H. had been 
not onlj guiltj, and grossly and knowingly guilty of slander and 
falsehood, but as grossly and knowingly guilty of violating their 
covenant vows, not merely by a breach of the law regiirding 
accusations against an elder, but by keeping their pretended 
wrong and grievance from the knowledge both of the pastor 
and of the church, for nearly two long yean, according to their 
own showing, and then, which was far worse, by retidling the 
slander to those who were known to them as both our, and oar 
pastor's most inveterate enemies, before telling it either to the 
person who they pretended had done the wrong, or to the church 
of which she and they were members. 

In further vindication of our course, we would refer the coun- 
cil to the documents in general, (presumed to be already in their 
hands), showing the progress and character of our doings in the 
case of discipline complained of, from the time of our incipient 
measures to the time of our ^prwnnonal reply** to the note of 
Mr. and Mrs. H., dated July 23d, informing iis of their appeal 
to the judgment of a mutual council ; which ^ provisional reply," 
together with so much of our final ^ explicit and defnile reply ^ 
dated September 7th, as needs to be here cited, we subjoin, 
commending both, but especially the latter, to the attentive 
perusal and careful consideration of the council, however super- 
fluous might be such auxiliaries to less interested minds. 

The first or provisional reply is contained in the following 
report of a committee of this church, which report was unani- 
mously adopted at its regular meeting. 

" Your committee, having duly considered the joint note of 
Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, of July 23d, respecting a mutual coun- 
cil, would respectfully recommend the adoption of the following 
as a provisional reply to said note, namely. That while this church 
will by no means hesitate to give an explicit answer to said 
note, if insisted on, they would kindly suggest to Mr. and Mrs. 
Hunting the wisdom and expediency of not pressing for a more 
decisive reply. While immediate action would be entirely safe 
for this church and pastor, we are of opinion, that it could not be 
harmless to one or both of the other parties interested. The 
church, while it will not shrink from any duty, are unwilling to 
inflict any unnecessary pain." 

To the foregoing provisional answer to the brief note of Mr. 
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and Mrs. Hunting of July 2dd, notifying to us their ** appeal," 
this church received from them a second still briefer note, dated 
August 9th, of which the following is a copj, namely : " Having 
duly considered our request of July 23dy before making it, we 
insist on an explicit and definite reply." To this second note 
the church returned a report of their committee to whom the 
subject was referred, adopted by the church as the reply in- 
sisted on ; of which the following is an extract. 

^ In giving an explicit and definite reply " to the note of July 
23d, as insisted on by the note of August Qth, it becomes neces- 
sary, in the judgment of ybur committee, to connect with that 
reply, herein already expressed, a comprehensive statement of 
particular facts which, with others, induced the vote of suspen- 
sion aforesaid, and which in the opinion of your oommittee, 
should cooperate as a bar to the consent of this church to the 
call for a mutual counciL This statement your committee, in 
their former report sought wholly to avoid, by recommending to 
the church such a reply to the note of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, 
of July 23d, as should suggest to them a prudent reconsidera- 
tion of the course proposed by it. They, however, having in- 
sisted on an '' explicit and definite reply," it becomes necessary 
to give such an answer as shall most effectually vindicate your 
present course, as well as correct such misrepresentations as 
have been already set afloat, and forestall others which are like- 
ly to follow from the same quarter. These considerations have 
induced your committee to review the outlines of the case; 
which review they also submit to the consideration of the church, 
and if seen fit, for the adoption of the same as a precautionary 
part of their reply. 

The original complaint against both of the delinquents was, 
for a breach of covenant, and for slander, involving falsehood. 
In respect to ihejirst of these charges, — the infraction of their 
covenant ; the proof was full and uncontested. It was, in fact, 
freely confessed, with an attempt to justify it, — such an attempt 
as aggravated the original offence. 

And now as to the second charge, the matter of slander. By 
scriptural and ecclesiastical law, any charge of moral misde- 
meanor, unsustained by adequate evidence, (the accuser either 
knowing or having good reason to suspect its deficiency, either 
as to the requisite number or the credibility of witnesses,) is 
slander, and is to be deemed ecclesiastically false. 

In the case here referred to, (to say nothing at present in 
respect to the very questionable character for credibility of the 
aocnsing and only witness,) it is enough to say, so far as the 
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just action and due order of the church are concerned, that the 
requisite number of witnesses was incomplete. Therefore, the 
church had no ahemative, bat were plainly bound to pursue 
the course they actually took. If, therefore, any are disposed 
to complain, they must find fault with the law itself, and not 
with the administration of it But who shall find fault with 
the law ? Its source is not more sacred, than its character is 
wise and good* The law was ordained as a necessary safeguard 
against the liability to unjust accusation, — a liability as constant 
and as permanent as human nature itself. If any object that 
guilt may sometimes escape by the operation of such a law, 
they should also consider that without it, a far greater mis- 
diief might ensue, even the condemnation of the innocent. 
Both the letter and the spirit of the law are equally plain, and 
its wisdom has been sustained by the highest authority and 
general practice of, at least, all Protestant denominations. 

But, sufficient as is the foregoing vindication of the course 
pursued by the church, your committee, however much indis- 
posed, will not refrain from presenting a still further view of 
the case, that if the reply of the church, so unwisely insisted 
on by the ill-advised subscribers to the several notes of July 
and August, should meet the eye of prejudice, nothing may be 
wanting to satisfy any but the wilfully deluded. In discharge 
ing this duty, your committee would state, that in the action of 
the church when met to investigate the charges against the de- 
linquents, a wider range was allowed than would be necessary, 
or, perhaps, even proper in ordinary cases of like complaint. 
In consequence of the irregular course pursued by the delin- 
quents, and the naturally mischievous tendency of such a 
course, the principal accuser of our pastor was allowed to relate 
her story to the church, at an unusually full meeting of both 
sexes. But to say nothing of her coarse and insolent deport- 
ment before the church while on trial, — nothing about her 
defect of veracity in other matters, — such was her narrative ; 
so unnatural and improbable in its general character and par^ 
ticular circumstances ; so confused and contradictory in all itd 
alleged facts ; so incompatible with other facts resting on dis- 
tinct and unexceptionable proof; so variant as to alleged time, 
and so grossly disreputable to her own modesty and chastity of 
purpose, — a purpose of confessed^ uriavaUing temptation ai 
the only time of imputed misconduct^ that a pervading and deep 
impression of the improbability of her story settled on the 
minds of all present, and confirmed the propriety of censure 
on the formal charges then ahready fully established. 
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Your committee have forborne to press on the attention of the 
church all the considerations which might well govern their de- 
cision to negative the measure of an ^ appeal " to the judgment 
of a mutual counciL They might, were it necessary, urge the 
well-ascertained fact, that, while the subscribers to the note 
of Julj 2dd were professing to act ecclesiastically, and to rely 
on the judgment of a mutual council, they were, even then, 
busy and urgent to propagate their scandal anonymously by the 
public press, not as a measure of defence agamst any like 
resort, but wholly as a matter of aggression, instigated, it may 
be, directly or indirectly, by their ^ spiritual adviser," or some 
one of his veteran clerical accomplices. K the earnest experi- 
ment was a failure, it only proves that the sense of honor on 
the part of others, was more scrupulous than that of religious 
principle professed by themselves. 

Your committee might add, moreover, that the clearest cred- 
ible evidence is before them, that the principal accuser of our 
pastor has, since the time of alleged impropriety, both said and 
done that which fully exculpates him from the misconduct im- 
puted. But they forbear. The reasons already given are 
more than sufficient Your committee, therefore, in conclusioni 
repeat the advice that the church explicitly and definitely de- 
cline the aforesaid ^ appeal," and that disregarding, as much as 
may be, annoyances from abroad, they unitedly and resolutely 
seek the things that make for peace, and things whereby one 
may edify another. 

To the many and forcible reasons which determined our ex- 
plicit and definite reply, a part only of which are expressed in 
the document just quoted from, might be added other conclu- 
sive evidence, since come to light, of the discredit which is due 
to the story of Mrs. Hunting ; but we forbear, having other 
topics to present, which of themselves might well occupy all 
the time which the members of the council can usefully spare 
from their several ordinary pursuits 

The first of these topics is, the nature^ limits, and occasions of 
councils. On this comprehensive topic a wearisome array of 
renowned authorities might be cited, relevant to the case in 
hand ; but fortunately, whatever is needful for this end is too 
simple, and lies in too brief a compass to tax the patience or 
the understanding of any who are willing to know the truth 
on the subject 

It is a first principle of Congregationalism true and proper, 
that all church powers are vest^ in each particular church, for 
the management of its own affairs. This fundamental principle 
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is clearly and carefully laid down in the received platform of 
our churches, (ch. 10, sect- 2). The necessary inference from 
the foregoing principle is so well expressed by the venerable 
predecessor of a clerical member of this council, the Rev. 
Thomas Prince, of the Old South Church, that we take pleas- 
ure in giving his own words, namely : ** No churches, or church 
officers whatever, have any power over any other church or 
officers, to control or impose upon them ; but are equal in their 
rights and privileges, and ought to be independent in the exer- 
cise of them.'' (Annals, p. 92. Boston. 1736.) 

The above statement is made by its learned author, not 
merely as his own opinion, or his own knowledge of Congrega- 
tionalism as existing in his own day, but as a sure historical fact 
in respect to Congregationalism as brought to these shores, and 
as firmly maintained in after time. 

That principle, with its necessary inference, is the only guar- 
antee of the rights and privileges so dear to our churches in all 
their history. Of any encroachment upon it they have ever 
been jealous ; and if their children have any wisdom of their 
own, or any regard for that of their fathers, that sacred princi- 
ple they will steadfastly maintain, and faithfully transmit. 

But while that principle was so fondly cherished by our 
fathers, they also recognized, in subordination to it, the social 
relations and duties of churches to each other, for mutual good 
and general advantage. Accordingly they constitutionally recog- 
nized the propriety and necessity of councils in two cases, and 
two only, (exclusive of general councib or synods for more 
general purposes,) namely, want of Ughi and want of peace in a 
particular church, (Platform, ch. 15, sec 2,) in which cases 
each church was to be the sole judge of its own need of help, 
and to call for council at its own good pleasure, not suffering 
othpr churches to do its thinking or fashion its will, though 
not negligent of friendly and discreet suggestions from any 
quarter. And even when, in difficult matters, advice was freely 
sought, while it was to be treated with due consideration, it was 
only advice^ without semblance of authority beyond the re^ons 
it contained as such reasons appeared to the mind of the church 
advised. This fellowship of the churches harmonized with the 
great principle on which rested their sacred rights and liberties. 

But in all communities this side heaven, wrong to individual 
members is liable to be done, and persisted in ; and, in the case 
of churches, how shall relief from manifest or probable hard- 
ship be had, without disturbing their fundamental principle ; or 
rather, with the least possible disturbance of it? 
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This difficult problem of Congregational polity was never 
fiolyed to the complete satisfaction or even acquiescence of aU 
our churches; though the nearest approximation to general 
consent was bj the careful intervention of ex parte councils, in 
cases of gross and palpable hardship. Such councils are, and 
have always been considered to be vmnormalj — the anomaly of 
Congregationalism, proceeding, in extreme cases, from the neces* 
tity which knows no law. It is that monster of our system, 
which, if the breed were common, would beget confusion and 
ruin in our churches. This consequence was a matter of dear 
foresight on the part of our fathers, and for thb reason they 
took special and exemplary care that the monster should be im- 
potent for progeny. They fenced it in with sti^ng bars, and 
crippled it with fast restrictions, and did what they could to hin- 
der, yet suffer it. The Platform does not name or describe it 
It is only endured by the sufferance of a flctgrcmt exigency. 

That such was the theory of ex parte councils is apparent 
from a mere glance at the history of their practice, as given by 
Cotton Mather in his chapter on councils, and still more evi- 
dent and impressive from a careful scrutiny, — a chapter from 
which fragments have been too often struck off to be used with- 
. out a regard to the force of the combined whole. Some just im- 
pression of its significance may be received by considering the 
following abstract of his statement, namely : — 

In the first place, the person who feels aggrieved applies to 
the church, through its pastor, for a review of his case, with 
respectful remonstrance of the apprehended hardships. If his 
application is refused, he requests of them a council. If they 
refuse this also, he may call one himself, informing them what 
he does. For this he applies to neighboring churches by their 
pastors, who do not roMy at once read his letters %n pttSUc^-but 
having informed themselves, as thoroughly as they can, they notify 
to the pastor of the church complained of, their understanding 
of the case, desiring to know from him if the difilculty cannot 
be removed by the church itself; or whether there is any just 
objection to their coming as a ooundL If after all, they are yet 
apprehensive that necessity requires a council, they then read 
.their letters to the churches, who appoint delegates accordingly. 
The council coming on the spot, proceed to as public a hearing 
as they can have, (namely, in the meeting-house). If they find 
the person to have received palpable injury, they endeavor to 
convince the church of it, and advise them to restore the injured 
person unto his former standing. — (Batio Disciplinas, pp. 158- 
162.) 
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The foregoing epitome, moetij in the words, and always to 
the substance of Dr. Mather^s statement, stands in bold contrast 
to the rash and headlong course in the present case ; and if 
each trulj represents its own time, how meekly does the Chris- 
tian love of that barbarous age, as it is sometimes called, rebuke 
the boasted humanity of the present ! 

Now without saying or thinking that all of the specified 
forms, described as the practice of the first hundred years of 
New England Congregationalism, should, one and all, be pre- 
cisely copied at the present day, we yet feel constrained to say, 
that their spirit should never, bo lost sight of, nor their substance 
ever be disregarded, so long as Christianity and its ministers 
shall be needed on earth. 

Is this, then, such an occasion, such an exigency for an ex 
parte council as necessity tolerates, and lynx-eyed usage sanc- 
tions? Is it a case of palpable hardships — a necessity not to 
be put off'? These are questions which other questions may 
best answer. 

Had, then, what was charged on- the appellant the nature of 
an offence ? On this point ^e law is too clear, too express, for 
more than one opinion. Was, then, the offence charged, actual ? 
This, too, is beyond the possibility of doubt ; for it was not only 
confessed, but aggravated by coarse and insolent repetition in 
presence of the church ; and who does not know that such an 
offence in open court makes proof superfiuous I Did not the 
nature and circumstances of the offence require undelayed action 
and censure? Doubtless; for a scandalous report, with its 
train of mischief, has always the stjBtrt and advantage of con- 
tradiction, and is only encouraged by delay, to augment iUelf 
and bring forth other scandals. But could any longer time, or 
any additional skill be wanting for the defence of the accused ? 
No length of time, nor any amount of skill can disprove or 
change the nature of a notorious and confessed fault Could, 
then, any modification of the process of discipline have changed 
its issue ? From what has already been shown, it was evidently 
impossible. Finally, was the censure of the offender dispropor- 
tionate to the offence ? This cannot be pretended by any one 
who considers the peremptory demand and manifest purpose of 
the law violated, ^>— to say nothing of a violated covenant. 

What, then, was the hardship f « Was it palpable ? " Was 
it in any way discernible? Was it imaginable, but by a 
dreamy, impassioned fancy ? No council, mutual or ex parte, can 
find it, or semblance of it The hunting for it is an occupation 
as undignified as it must be unsuccesafiU. It ill comports with 
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the presumed gravity and wisdom, not to say honesty, of such 
an ecclesiastical gathering, however secret, in the renowned 
metropolis of New England. 

What, then, was the ex parte council contrived and got up for ? 
Verily, its prime agents know full well; and oomcAon sense 
should he disciplined, if at fault in divining. 

But if, indeed, it can be that there is not yet light enough on 
^he unmatched folly and perverseness of such a council, a Hood 
of light shall now be poured upon it, to test the obstinacy of 
sealed up eye-balls. This brings us to the last topic we have 
time to discuss^ namely, the composition of 'the ex parte QounciL 

And in this conclusion of our protest, we are conscious of 
needed grace to restrain the natural force which the intent con- 
sideration of so flagrant injustice imparts to the language of in* 
dignant minds. If we exceed the bounds of staid discretion, we 
offer no apology but its evident cause. Nevertheless, we will 
endeavor not to overstep the bounds of Christian moderation 
and due fidelity to the council and to truth. 

Who, then, compose the council ? — And what their right to 
sit in any case which concerns us or our pastor ? These are 
questions of moment, and they shall be carefully answered. 
Two other questions are involved in our reply : First, Are the 
members of this council in fellowship vnth us and our pastor f 
Second, Are they an impartial council f The true answer to 
the first of these questions requires a preliminary statement of 
principles and facts, which are as follows : — 

All Congregational councils are advisory; and all acts of 
such councils are acts of acknowledged fellowship with those 
whom they advise. The right to advise is based on fellowship 
existing at the time of advising. It has, and can have, no other 
foundation. We know not that this principle has ever been 
denied or questioned by any Congregational authority whatever. 
The principle is too plain to leave room for doubt The Plat- 
form is clear, on this point abundantly teaching that the whole 
fabric of councils rests on fellowship with all concerned in their 
doings. — (Ch. 15, sees. 1, 2.) 

& parte councils are no exception to the foregoing principle, 
for the nature of the case determines the principle. Were it 
otherwise, Congregational churches might assume to interfere, 
by council, with the discipline and other internal concerns of 
Baptist, Methodist, or Episcopal churches. The practice of ex 
parte councils is expressive of the principle of fellowship as its 
foundation. The whole process of an ex parte council, from its 
call to its result, as historically given by Cotton Mather, and 
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alreadj epitomized in this protest, is declarative of fellowship. 
What he so illustrates by usage, is cleared of possible doubt, 
when in conclusion he expressly states, that if the church which 
inflicts the palpable injustice ascertained by the council, shall 
obstinately persist in their oppression, the churches represented 
in that ex parte council may "• vntkdraw communion " from that 
church — terms which imply existence of communion till so 
withdrawn. — (Rat Disc p. 161.) 

Thus it is clear, from a just theoretical principle ; from the 
constant and universal treatment of each other by different de- 
nominations of Christians ; from the full import of the Platform 
in its chapter on councils; and from the faithfully recorded 
practice of the Congregational churches of New England, that 
councils, mutual and exparte^ have their foundation in recognized 
fellowships • « 

Is, then, such acknowledged fellowship a reality, in respect to 
this church and the churches represented in the ex parte council 
by their four clerical, and five lay delegates ? We say four 
clerical delegates, for the lay delegate of the Essex Street 
church is present without his pastor, who, with delicate scruples 
of propriety, as it seems, has in form declined attending ! His 
letter, on the files of your scribe, who was careful to notify to 
this church and its pastor the place and time of your adjourn- 
ment, we have not seen ; nor was our pastor permitted to take 
a copy of it, or even to see it, though making known his pur- 
pose to use it at the adjourned meeting should its character and 
the occasion require it. But though denied a copy, or even the 
inspection of the letter, as his right, he was yet favored by the 
scribe with some hints, from memory, of its modest import 
Truly such sensitive scruples had a gracious seeming, — an air 
of meekness, and surface of sanctity. But, after all, whose 
hand, in darkness, was so busy as the hand of Dr. Adams, in 
this affair from which he so sensitively shrinks in daylight? 
From first to last his stealthy movements and scarcely breathed 
anxieties have been betrayed. If the word of the appellant 
may be credited in a matter which she was interested to con- 
ceal, and so interested as afterwards to deny what she had 
affirmed on the subject, then was Dr. Adams her ** spiritual 
adviser," and the instigator of this second ecclesiastical enter- 
prise against our pastor, at its beginning/ And how near the 
end of it, think ye, was the skittish author of that letter, pushing 
on the enterprise he has so early begun ? Trusting tlie letter, 
none would suspect. And yet, but a few days before he penned 
that letter to the council, he presented the letter missive of his 
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spiritual client to the Essen Street Church, and to anticipate or 
remove their doubts, advocated the propriety of complying with 
her request to send him, with a lay delegate, to this council ! 
But though he is not present in person, is he not, as a duly en- 
rolled member of the Essex Sti*eet Church, himself represented 
in the council by the lay delegate and deacon of that church, — 
to say nothing of the influential relation of a pastor to an under 
officer of his church ? We will not charge the letter of Dr. 
Adams with insincerity, but it can hardly fail to occur to a 
reflecting mind, that if his sensitive scruples had been of an 
earlier date, or had they existed in private as well as in public, 
he would not have been liable to the suspicion of hypocrisy. 

But what shall be said when those facts are put in communi- 
cation with this other fact, that for years, down to the catling 
of the council, he and his church have denied fellowship, the 
indispensable and essential ground of a council, to our pastor 
and his church ! This ' he has personally done in several 
ways, — by open, emphatic declarations and expressive acts. 
One of these declarations we at present omit^ to avoid repeti- 
tion in the sequel of this protest, in which we shall have occa- 
sion to use it on a broader scale. One of the expressive acts 
referred to, is, according to the statement of his client, the ex- 
amination of an unrecommended member of our church, pre- 
liminary to admission into his, knowing that she was then in 
fellowship with ours, thus not only denying fellowship with this 
church, but tampering with her solemn covenant obligation, — 
an obligation cherished in all our churches, and such as is ex- 
pressly recognized in the covenant of his own churoh. Nor is 
this act, so expressive of denied fellowship, by any means sin- 
gle and alone ; for when members of his own church applied 
for admission into ours, he not only resisted but overcame the 
actual vote of a majority of, his church to recommend them to 
ours, — deterring them from their declared purpose by a threat, 
that sooner than he would duly acknowledge their act, he would 
resign his office as their pastor ! 

And now, reverend moderator, can the particular fellowship 
of Dr. Adams with this church, or the more general fellowship 
of his flock with it, be acknowledged by yourself and your 
associates in council ? Can the fellowship of either the cleri- 
cal or the lay delegates appointed and chosen by the Essex 
Street Church, be assumed for transient use in an ex parte coun- 
cil, and yet be constantly denied in all other concerns I The 
absurdity is too gpross, and the claim too shameless to be enter- 
tained anywhere. And can you entertain it, reverend modeia- 
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tor and gentlemen of the coancil, in joar own reverend and 
fraternal body ? Heaven forbid I 

But Dr. Adams, we are sorry to have occasion to say it, is 
not alone in the assumption of power to sit in council on the 
concerns of a church whose fellowship is denied. We would 
gladly withhold' both the fact and the names of those concerned 
in it, if this might be done with duty to ourselves and the Chris- 
tian public Who, then, reverend moderator and gentlemen of 
the council, are the especial persons in the same unfortunate 
condemnation with Dr. Adams in their denial of fellowship 
with this church, and the presumption to act in council in its 
own concerns ? Tourtdfy reverend moderator, and the majority 
of your clerical coadjutors ? 

Will it be credited, that, of the Jwe churches represented in 
council, four have, by the assumption and public written decla- 
ration of their pastors, denied us Christian fellowship! The 
fifth, their scribe, is associated with them probably without a 
knowledge of their incompetency. But what might seem a 
fiction, is only a stranger truth. The evidence in respect to the 
modest absentee, has been in part given, the remainder having 
been postponed for its broader use in the present connection. 
The proof thus reserved is docurMniary^ — not resting on 
romor ; on one discredited witness ; on frail memory of any indi- 
vidual, Qor on the parol testimony of credible, concurring wit- 
nesses, biit the incontrovertible black and white, prepared with 
no possible forecast of its use on this or any other special an- 
noyance of this church and its pastor. It is a document now 
before us, in the handwriting of Dr. Adieims himself signed by 
his own proper hand, and by the joint hands of Edward 
Beecher, George W. Blagden, and Edward N. Kirk, all of 
whom we present members of the council! 

This document is a pratetij addressed and delivered to the 
regular council met for the installation of our present pastor, 
and is dated November 19, 1845, the day of his induction into 
office, in which protest its signers declare, in respect to us and 
our pastor, ^It %$ impossible for usj however much we might 
desire it, to give him or to any church that may employ himj 
our ministerial fellowship,** 

Let those words, and the import of those words, be carefully 
pondered, not forgetting by whose hand they were penned. 
Putting their origin and their inherent import together, they 
have a force and breadth of meaning that might be over- 
locked, if considered alone. Did not its writer intend, and 
mean to have it understood, that the denial of ministerial fdUm- 



LIFB OF REV. J. H. FAIRCmLD. 343 

ihip proclaimed, was a denial of all Chrtsttan feUowshtp with 
those contemplated in the declaration above cited ? Can there 
be a reasonable doabt on this point ? Dr. Adams was then 
sore at the acquittal of Mr. Fairchild bj a verdict of jorj, and 
by a concurrent provisional result of oouncO, and especialij bj 
the call of an able and venerable ecclesiastical council for his 
installation over a church so neat the sancti^ of his own. 
Those wounds and bruises have not even yet been mollified 
with ointment With a J9apa/ will in his bosom, did he not 
frame that protest as a papal huUj to put us and our pastor 
under the ban of* his holiness, that the hand of every minister 
and every church might be against us? Who, reading that 
protest with open eyes, can mistake this breadth of purpose?^ 
no miniiterial fellowship with him nor ant dmrm that may 
employ him I To doubt, is to condemn common sense. But 
what that protest meant at the time it was written, may be seen 
by its shadow protracted on the Essex Street Church, and^ there 
abiding for so many years, down to the calling of this council. 
Their practice, against their declared vote, in cases already 
stated, — a practice instigated with menace by the writer of the 
protest, — is an unmistakable apocalypse of its meaning and 
careful intent Nor has any practice of any church whose 
pastor signed that protest, as yet signified a different interpre- 
tation of that vindictive document, though we have a pleasure 
in stating that we have heard that Rev. Dr. Blagden long ago 
expressed in private his regret at consenting to the protest 

It is, then, established by accumulated and redundant proof, 
that fellowship is the basis of all councils ; — that where fellow- 
ship is not, assumption to act in council is a usurpation ; — that 
at least four out of the five churches represented in the ex parte 
council, are in declared and practical non-fellowship with those 
whose concerns they have assumed to review and advise upon ; ^ 
and thai, consequently, their action as a council is a usurpation, 
and as such is whoUy null and void. It now remains that we con- 
sider the second question proposed in respect to the composition 
of the ex parte council, namely, — 1m this an impartial council f 

Chronic animosities seldom die, but with their owners. Re- 
sentments and prejudices are only milder foivns of the same 
disease. Not even the physician and the balm in Gilead are 
apt to do more than mitigate the rankling hurt of the daughter 
of Zion. The strong comprehension of this truth will unlock a 
multitude of others. Its application to the present case is al- 
most self-suggested, and wUl therefore give brevity to our con- 
cluding remarks. 
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From what has been already developed in the progress of 
our protest, it cannot but be seen bj a cakn observer, that no 
greater indiscretion, not to say madness and folly could possess 
wise and good men, than the enterprise in which this council are 
so zealously engaged. Had such a tale from such a quarter as 
the unsupported story of Mrs. Hunting come to the ear of any 
minister in this council, against the reputation of any other of 
its elders, he would have suffered it to pass by as the idle wind. 
And periiaps if their memories wander back from this case to 
moi'e opprobrious slanders nearer home — slanders which, to 
say the least, rest on better authority than the present — they 
will the more readily comprehend the danger of listening with 
biased ears to the suspicious story of one whose general veracity 
18 none of the best ; and they will see the value of the apostolic 
rule already cited, with due conmient and application. But by 
what principle or rule of civil or ecclesiastical courts, is our pas- 
tor, who demeans himself among us as an exemplary minister 
of the gospel, to be condemned, or at all proceeded against, in 
a way which this council would shrink from in a case to arise, 
or having actually arisen, among themselves ? He values his 
reputation above his life. We esteem it, and need it as your 
flocks do yours. And is it not due to us and to him, that his 
reputation stand or fall by the same law, and the same admin- 
istration of law, which sinks or supports your own ? The dif- 
ference of administration which you have assumed in respect to 
our pastor, in the face of reason and express apostolic command, 
is of itself, ttrongly presumptive of a bias unbecoming the holy 
ministers and other servants of our blessed Lord and Redeemer. 
But that bias, the belief of which is ascertained by an irre- 
sisiible presumptiany i$ ahundandy proved by a series of facts 
which cannot be gainsayed. And yet the proof already given, 
is but a little part of the product of years whose memory is 
crowded with melancholy records of prejudice and animosity. 

Passing by the most of which needs the broadest mantle of 
Christian charity, we feel compelled to advert briefly to another 
fact, which of itself is a signal answer to the question now before 
ttSj h this an imparUal council f 

It is well known, that in 1845, the Suffolk South Association 
from whose limits this council is mostly gathered, placed on their 
records a preamble and vote derogatory to the character of the 
Rev. Mr. Fairchild, — a preamble and vote which the protest 
at his installation was meant to enforce, and which some of the 
ablest men and jurists of this Commonwealth, nay of this coun- 
try, have deliberately affirmed to be false and libellous. Our 
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pastor, after its long concealment, at length learned its existence 
and character, and endeavored, ineffectually, to persuade that 
association to erase the slanderous record. Baffled in this at- 
tempt to persuade them to do an act of duty to themselves as 
well as to him, he, at last, after careful advice of the most learned 
and prudent council, commenced a suit at law, for relief and re- 
dress, against Dr. Adams, a zealous and influential member of 
the association, and not less busj in that matter than in so manj 
others in relation to our pastor and ourselves. 

Close associations of aU sorts naturally breed self-favor among 
present and acting members. As common sense is no stranger 
to this law of the human mind, so the Suffolk South Associatioa 
is no exception to its efficacy. But in the case of the imputed 
libel, there is a twofold force of cohesion, — a pressure from 
without, as well as mutual attraction within. If a libel was 
perpetrated, other members of the association were particepi 
crinnnisy though such participation may not have been with 
equal guilt. And though the actual grasp of the law was not 
felt by themselves, how could their sympathies keep away from 
the principal whose accomplices they must have been in that 
which, if a crime, had also the look of a conspiracy ? But this 
sympathy — sympathy earnest and efficient — is not a matter 
of inference, but a fact substantially expressed ; for while our 
pastor was penniless from oppression, and in need of aid which 
our scanty means and many calls could not supply, and while 
the defendant had ample wealth and a flock with golden fleeces, 
his sympathizing abettors in the imputed libel, two of whom 
are meoobers of the ex parte council, actually fleeced their own 
flocks, — not for him who was needy and oppressed, but for 
him who was increased in worldly goods, having need of noth- 
ing! 

Need we go further than to this signal fact for decisive proof 
of strong bias, and the conclusive settlement of the question, 1$ 
this an impartial council f Had we left out all the evidence 
preceding this unoonmiendable fact, (in respect to which we are 
^happy to say the pastor of the Old South is an exception, not 
being a member of that association,) still with that fact solitary 
and unsupported by concurrent facts from any quarter, our ques- 
tion would have no point on which to hang a doubt But there 
is one fact more which makes it most of all unfit, not to say un- 
ministerial, unchristian, unmannerly, and altogether shameful 
for pastors so committed to an unjust balance,- to pretend to 
weigh in council the interests either of our pastor or ourselves. 

This reserved, and last fact, which so aggravates the wrong 
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of assuming and usurping seats in council, is, that the suit at 
law is still pending, waiting for the legal opinion of the supreme 
court, which maj not, and yet which ma^y result in a new trialy 
— a trial hoped for bj one partj, and feared bj the other, — a 
trial which beforehand, such members of the council would be 
as prompt to influence by their prejudiced result, as they were 
ready after the former trial, and while the case was not finally 
issued, to cuuss their ckurckesfor the defendant t costs of suit ! 

Rev. Moderator and Gentlemen of the Council, lay and cleri- 
cal, our protest, in full, we now leave in your hands. We have 
plainly told plain truths, and have used a freedom whose occa- 
sion of your own making we are deeply sorry for. To have 
been silent, or to have said less, would have been a betrayal of 
a sacred trust ; while not to have spoken boldly would have 
been a moral cowardice for which conscience would have dogged 
us with upbraidings into another world. We have but exhib- 
ited in the light of a faithful narrative, and the demonstration 
of relevant principles, a professedly ecclesiastical transaction, 
at which justice revolts and Christian honor is indignant 

Our work, thus far, is done ; and waits, with conscious recti- 
tude, your own. We have acted in the fear of God, and can 
trust in the smile of His Providence. We give thanks to him 
for strength in weakness, and pray that he may give you wisdom 
to be faithful to yourselves. 

Done in church meeting at South Boston, October 12, 1852. 

C. Walton, Chwrch Clerk. 

The council remained in secret session and as I was 
told at the time, without any recess, till after 10 o'clock 
at night, and at last finished their inglorious work with 
the following decision : — 

^ That owing to the peculiar relations of the pastor of the 
Payson Church to the churches represented in this council, we 
deem it inexpedient to express an opinion on the merits of the» 
case. £. Beecher, Moderator. 

A true copy, — Attest, E. W. Clark." 

If, after hearing the preceding protest, they had 
come to some such result as the following : " We are 
satisfied that the proceedings of the Payson Church in 
the case of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting have been in accord- 
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ance with the platfonn of our churches and the rules 
of the gospel, and that, therefore, we have nothing to 
do in the premises," — if, I say, they had come to some 
such result, we should have overlooked the fact that 
they came together without any ecclesiastical authority. 
But making up stich a result, attributing to the churches 
what properly belonged to themselves is, to say the 
least, an exhibition of a spirit and temper unbecoming 
the professed followers of Christ. 



CHAPTER XXVIII. 

NjEEAR the conclusion of the preceding protest, it is 
stated that my suit at law with Dr. Adams, which the 
referees decided in August, 1851, is still pending, wait- 
ing for the legal opinion of the supreme court, whither 
my junior counsel had carried it, hoping that the full 
bench would lay aside the award and grant a new trial. 
But at the November term, 1852, the court decided, in 
substance, that as I consented to submit the case to 
referees and made them judges both of law and evi- 
dence, I had put the matter out of their hands, and 
therefore had no legal claim on them to rectify any mis- 
take, which, if committed, must have been my own, by 
consenting to such a reference. When this decision 
was publicly announced, many people seemed to infer 
that it was a declaration from the full bench, that the 
award of the referees was a righteous one, and that Dr. 
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Adams's conduct towards me was fully justified. In 
order to rectify this mistake, a friend of minci residing 
many miles from Boston, sent a communication to the 
editor of the Boston Courier j which was inserted in that 
paper the 14th of January, 1853, and soon after in sev- 
eral other peepers. I will here quote a part of that ar^ 
tide. 

Mr. Editor, — Having learned from various quarters, that 
the recent decision of the supreme court in the case of Fairehild 
V. Adam»^ is essentiallj misapprehended, we crave a space in 
your journal to correct the mistake. 

It has heen inferred from the failure of the plaintiff to sustain 
his action for libel, that the defendant vindicated in court the 
truth of what was charged against him as libellous. Such an 
inference, however, is entirely groundless, as will be seen at 
once by the fact that Dr. Adams did not venture to rest his de- 
fence on the truth of the record charged as libellous, but care- 
fully shunning a reliance on such an issue, pleaded his prtvtleffe 
as a comember with Mr. Fairehild, of* the Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation, to say and record what he might neither record ifor say, 
in his private and unassodated capacity, without incurring a 
legal responsibility. 

On that plea — the plea of pritnleffe-^Bnd on nT> other, was 
Dr. Adams acquitted of libel by the referees ; and the question 
before the supreme court was, whether an award, sustained and 
grounded on such a plea, was according to law ; and not at all 
whether the words charged as libellous were true. 

As, therefore, the acquittal of Dr. Adams was in no manner 
or degree based on the truth of the record made and retained by 
his special agency, but solely and exclusively on the ground of 
legal privile^ to record what i$ false, with the sams impunity as 
iftrvej it is a simple act of justice that this principle of juridical 
hiw«be understood by the whole community. 

We habitually entertain a high regard for the learning, the 
patient labor, and the high integrity of the supreme court; 
nevertheless, we believe there is too much truth in the prov- 
erb about going to law, that 'good luck is better than a good 
cause.'' 

In the final decision of the case above referred to, Dr. Adams 
has had the good luck to escape legally unharmed, though the 
tribunal of a more lasting common sense may decree for the 
plaintiffl Mr. Fairchild's hardship, if hardship it be^is by 
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no means a solitarj case; for law and justice are often at 
odds. 

But if the legal question were as clear as cloudless mid-day, 
and all minds responded, with no misgiving, to the legal pro- 
priety of the decision pronounced by the supreme court, still, 
however sound and profitable such a law might be deemed as a 
general principle, there is a question beyond and above it, — a 
question which comes home to conscience and personal honor, 
and which cannot be settled by legal precedents and technical 
subtleties. We mean the question. Why is that record of the 
Suffolk South Association allowed by Christian ministers to 
keep its place with such unchristian pertinacity and unseemly 
superciliousness, against one who stands doubly acquitted by an 
ecclesiastical council and a jury of his country, of whatever that 
record affirms and covets to affirm ? For ourselves, we would 
rather, a thousand fold, be the afflicted object than the inflicting 
agent of so unmanly, not to say so dastardly a meanness. So 
long as that record shall not be obliterated, by whomsoever it 
shall be kept, it will record, not the result of an ecclesiastical 
council, not the verdict of jury, but, in the light of both, their 
own want of Christian magnanimity. 

But turning from so ungracious a theme, we are gratified to 
see that Mr. Fairchild bears up under legal disappointment with 
characteristic fortitude and energy. We are glad he has so 
much to encourage, amid so much to dishearten the bravery of 
the soul. The generous sympathy which has been expressed to 
him already by many men of honorable sentiment and high po- 
sition in society, in contributing to his enterprise for erecting a 
more commodiojis house for public worship, we trust, is but the 
pledge of a more extended bounty to crown his earnest expec- 
tation of useful success. Mant. 

I have already stated that I paid one half of the ex- 
penses of Dr. Adams's trial before the referees, and also 
how I came to pay it. The half which Dr. Adams paid, 
and which the decree of the referees required me to pay 
back to him, had never been spoken of to me or to my 
counsel till the appearance of the preceding communi- 
cation in the Courier. But immediately after its ap- 
pearance, Dr. Adams's junior counsel sent a note to my 
junior counsel demanding payment according to the 
decree of the referees. If I had not already seen bo 

30 
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many strange things in Dr. Adams's treatment of me, I 
should have deemed this transaction as ^passing 
strange," if not " wondrous pilifuV^ lEs expenses had 
already been paid, not from his own purse, but from the 
contributions of his friends. I know that Messrs. Kirk 
and Stone had given their obligation to pay, at a speci- 
fied time, what was deemed their just proportion, 
amounting, if I have been correctly informed, to over 
two hundred dollars each. And when the time of pay- 
ment arrived, one of these clergymen, if not both, called 
on their churches to contribute for this object; and it 
was done. I was told by a gentleman who, I think, 
could not have been joking, that on a certain evening, 
one of Dr. Adams's deacons called at his house and 
complained of being very tired, for he had just com- 
pleted the subscriptions for fifteen hundred dollars to 
pay the expenses of Dr. Ada^ms's trial, the same gen- 
tleman remarking, (what, indeed, I had repeatedly heard 
before,) that his counsel charged five hundred dollars 
each. It would seem, then, that when that dunning let- 
ter came to me. Dr. Adams had paid his counsel, and 
ail his expenses, through the assistance of his friends. 
And yet I must be required to pay that demand as a 
gratuity to somebody, for the privilege of being slan- 
dered in the worst possible form, for years, by Dr. 
Adams to his heart's content, and then be laughed at 
for presuming to call in question his perfect right to do 
so! To such an imposition I would not submit I 
told my counsel to say to Mr. Hubbard that I was 
ready, at any time which might best suit his conven- 
ience, to take the poor debtor's oath. And lest, by pos- 
sibility, I might have something more than the law 
would allow, I gave my junior counsel, who has served 
me so long and so faithfiilly for no reward but the ap- 
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probation of his conscience in defending a poor and 
oppressed clergyman, once the pupil, and still the con^- 
dant of his venerated father, — I gave him, I say, a bill 
of sale* of all my goods and chattels which might sur- 
pass the law's allowance, to keep them from the grasp 
of Dr. Adams, righteously determining that he had no 
claim in equity to the merest trifle, while my counsel 
had. And one of the gentlemen who had contributed 
for Dr. Adams, gave me distinctly to understand that 
people were induced 'to give him their contributions by 
its being suggested to them that they ought to do this, 
since Dr. Burgess had paid all my expenses, when he 
had not given me, as he testified on oath before the ref- 
erees, to the amount of fifty cents for that object. No ; 
I was obliged to borrow of fidends most of what I paid 
to the referees, and I owe in part for it at this very day 
However, no civil oflScer has yet been sent to seize my 
stinted library, or to take me to jail, there to testify to 
my inability to pay Dr. Adams for screening himself 
from merited punishment, behind the suspicious claim 
oi privilege^ and the no less suspicious plea of limitation. 
I come now to unfold another scene of iniquity in 
this drama, which perhaps exceeds any and every other 
in atrociousness and cold-blooded villany. After Mr. 
and Mrs. Hunting had been suspended from our com- 
munion about one year, and manifesting no signs of 
penitence, and knowing, as we did, that Dr. Adams was 
aUowing them to commune with his church, notwith- 
standing his knowledge of their suspension, we were 
about passing the vote of excommunication against 
them, when we were absolutely confounded at an exhi- 
bition of depravity and recklessness seldom equalled, 
even among barbarians. In August, 1853, 1 was absent 
some ten days, soliciting contributions to aid in the 
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erection of my new chuich. I retained on the last 
Wednesday in the month. Mrs. Fairchiki informed 
me that on the Monday morning preceding, a gentle- 
man had called to see me, and as I was not at home, 
wished for a private interview with me. He introduced 
himself by the name of Dr. William H. Cooper, resid- 
ing, he said, at No. 1 Friend Street, Boston. He told 
her that he had come to discharge a duty which he 
owed to us both; and went on to state what efforts had 
recently been made to induce him to sign a paper certi- 
fying that he had once cured me of an infamous dis- 
ease. He showed her the certificate which had been 
brought to him with a request that he would copy and 
sign it It was in the handwriting of Reuben Hunting; 
and here I give a literal copy of the original now lying 
before me. 

Mb. Reuben Hunting : — Sir, — On condition that yo« will 
make only a private use of this information in tiying to get 
your rights, I feel obliged by your circumstances to comply with 
your request 

Some years since, and after he had been in Dr. Hayward's 
hands, Rev. Joy H. Fairchild came to me with gonorrhaa viru' 
lente, and I treated him for that disorder, and cured him. — Bos- 
ton, July, 1853. 

This paper Mr. Hunting requested Dr. Cooper to 
. copy and sign, that he might show it privatelpj perhaps 
to some of the contributors for my church, and thus 
poison their minds against me, while aU knowledge of 
the act was wholly concealed from me, so that I could 
have no opportunity to meet and repel the slander. 

I will here give a portion of Dr. Cooper's statement 
in his own handwriting, and which he says he is ready 
to give oath to. 

Said Hunting did present me with the above certificate, re- 
questing me to copy and sign it He assured me that I should 
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be handsomelj remunerated, — that he was sent bj a friend of 
his in the bank, — that there was plenty of money in the bank, 
and that I should be well paid, — that if he could have the cer^ 
tificate, all would go right, and that thej should have things 
just as thej wanted. 

The doctor further states that I was never a patient 
of his, and that he never knew me till 1850. 

As Mr. Hunting was still a member of the church, 
being only suspended, it became the duty of the breth- 
ren to recommence a course of discipline with him for 
this new offence. Accordingly the committee of the 
church called on him and told him what had come to 
their knowledge. At first he would neither confess nor 
deny. But when they told him that they had his cer- 
tificate in bis own handwriting, he acknowledged it. 
He said that he did not compose the certificate, but only 
copied it. He was urged to tell who did compose it, 
but he utterly refused. When the committee told him 
what Dr. Cooper had said about his being sent by a 
friend in a bank, he very tartly replied, " The doctor 
promised not to tell of thaf He finally said to the 
committee that Deacon Drake was the first person who 
mentioned Dr. CTooper to him in connection with me, 
and acknowledged that the deacon sent him to Dr. 
Cooper with the certificate. He afterwards said to the 
committee that Deacon Drake did not tell him to go to 
Dr. Cooper^ but to some doctor to get it signed. He also 
stated to the committee that the certificate was prepared 
several months before he carried it to Dr. Cooper ; but 
for certain reasons he did not take it till the time of its 
date. The result was that on the 17th day of Febru- 
ary, 1854, Mr. and Mrs. Hunting were excommunicated 
from the church by a unanimous vote. 

The clerk of the Payson Church was directed to for- 
ward to the derk of the Essex Street Church a certified 

30* 
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copy of our doings in this matter, to be communicated 
to said church. Our reasons for doing this, are con- 
tained in the foDowing preamble in our act of excom- 
munication : — 

And whereas the said Hunting and wife have made applica- 
tion for admission into the Union Church, Essex street, and, as 
we are credibly informed, do now regularly commune with that 
church at the Lord's table, and though Rev. Dr. Adams, the 
pastor of said church, is doubtless aw^tre of the doings of the 
Payson Church in relation to these persons, having been, as 
they say, their spiritual adviser in this matter from the begin- 
ning; 

And whereas, the pastor and brethren of the Union Church 
have themselves acknowledged us as a sister church, by reading 
in open meeting a letter missive, and voting to act thereon in 
the appointment of a delegate to attend an ex parte council, 
avowedly for the purpose of reviewing the domgs of the Pay- 
son Church ; and since for this reason especially, the oourtcssy 
which is due from one sister church to another, seems to require 
us to notify the Union Church of our action in the premises, to 
enable them to act understandingly and with due regard to their 
own rules and their obligations to sister churches, and also to 
correct any misrepresentations which may have been made to 
them respecting this matter : Therefore, 

Voted, That the clerk of the church be requested to send a 
certified copy of the preceding preamble and votes to the clerk 
of Union Church, Essex street, to be communicated to said 
church. 

The clerk, as he was directed, put a copy of our act 
of excommunication with its reasons, into the hands 
of the clerk of the Essex Street Church, to be commu- 
nicated. But we have no knowledge that it was ever 
read to that church. It would seem that Dr. Adams 
was quite willing to have bis church acknowledge us as 
a sister church, when the acknowledgment might 
injure us, but not so, when it might benefit us. The 
consequence was, that on the 26th day of March, 1854, 
all our proceedings in relation to this matter, — our pre- 
ambles and votes, and act of excommunication, — were 
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published in the Boston Courier, preceded by " an ap- 
peal to the public," written and signed by myself, in 
order to prevent the injurious effects which might result 
from a clandestine use of such certificates as Hunt- 
ing's. But previous to its publication, I signified by a 
note to Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake, my reluctance 
to publish a document so seriously implicating them, 
and my readiness to suppress it, if they would only 
make me Christian reparation for the many wrongs 
they had done me, assuring them that if they had any 
wish to do so, they could communicate with me either 
by letter or some mutual friend. But they both re- 
mained silent. 

The following is the letter which I addressed to Dr. 
Adams, which was left at his house on the day of its 
date: — 

South Boston, March 4, 1854. 
To Rev. N. Adams: — 

Sir, — Christian duty seems to require me to address to yoa 
this letter. Yoa are perfectly aware of the many demonstra- 
tions which you have made during the last nine years, calcu- 
lated to blast my reputation, to destroy my usefulness, to break 
up my church, and to wound the feelings of my family and 
fnends. I have neither time nor inclination now to partic- 
ularize them. That was fully done in a letter left at your door 
on the morning of the day when your ex parte council met for 
the third and last time, — a letter written and signed by a hand 
which never could have taken up the pen to address you on 
such A painful subject, had not a deep sense of wrong impelled 
the act.* 

I have been firm in the belief for years that a kind Provi- 
«dence would, in due time, open the way for a full disclosure to 
the world, of your most unkind and unchristian conduct to- 
wards me. That time, I think, has now arrived. It strikes me 
that no person of caxidor can read the document recently sent 
by my church to yours, without coming to the same conclu- 

• The letter refoned to was written by Mrs. Fairchild. 
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non,«— >a document which, it is presomed, you have seen and 
read. . And I cannot but express to you my feelings of deep 
sorrow and regret that you have acted in a manner so incon- 
sistent with your character and profession. 

The plan utterly to accomplish my earthly ruin, as devel- 
oped in the document just referred to, is enough to astonish and 
grieve the heart of every good man who may read it. I do 
not say that you aided in concocting that plan. But as the per- 
son who carried that false and infamous certificate to Dr. 
Cooper, — a certificate previously prepared and expressed in 
such terms as to make sure of my destruction, and to be used 
privaiefyy so as to render my escape impossible, — a certificate 
which the doctor was requested to copy and sign that it might 
do the surer execution by appearing in the same handwrit- 
ing, — as the.person, I say, who attempted such a fraud, claims 
you as his spiritual adviser, can you blame me for asking yon 
if you were not consulted in the matter, and whether he acted 
contrary to your advice ? And as you have permitted him and 
his wife to come to your communion table for many months^ 
when you were fully aware that they were suspended members 
of the Payson Church, this circumstance shows where your 
sympathies are, and seems to indicate the probability at least, 
that you were consulted. Be this, however, as it may ; it is cer- 
tain that through the aid of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, you have 
made one more demonstration (which I believe is the thir- 
teenth) to destroy my reputation apd usefulness as a minister 
of the gospel. You have listened to the story of a scandal- 
woman, and advised that it be repeated before an ex parU 
council that it might be credited, and bring me into contempt, 
when, if such a woman had told the same story to you against 
the reputation of any other pastor in Boston, you would have 
sufiered it to pass by as the idle wind, and spumed her from 
your presence, and not dragged the story out of her, as in this 
woman's case, she says you did. Had it not been for your ad- 
vice, no accusation would have been brought by her against 
me, and of course 'no discipline would have been necessary, 
and no ex parte council called. I have more evidence in rela- 
tion to this matter than you are probably aware of. But I 
need not dwell on this point. Your own judgment must tell 
you how unjustifiable your whole course was with respect to 
that council, and that you were instrumental in having it called, 
in opposition to the ecclesiastical polity of Massachusetts, and 
contrary to the advice of some of the pastors whom you con- 
sulted,— a council composed of pastors, a majority of whom 
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had committed themselves against me, — a council invited by 
letters missive which acknowledged me as the pastor of Payson 
Church, and which you read to your church, and advised tiie 
brethren to comply with the request, and to appoint a delegate, 
and which appointment was made. Now, let me ask you, why 
was this acknowledgment made when it was expected to operate 
to my injury, but studiously withheld when it could benefit me ? 
an acknowledgment which you had once said in the presence of 
your church, that yon would sooner resign your office than 
make. 

But my object in addressing you is not to reproach yon for 
the many and grievous wrongs which you have done me, but 
rather to let you know that I have no disposition to use the 
power now in my hands to place you before the public in such 
an unfavorable position as the publication of the document above 
referred to, must place you. I wish to feel and exhibit the 
spirit and temper of Christ, my master. And my great anxiety 
now is to asoertain what he would have me do. There has been 
an increasing conviction in the public mind for years, that your 
treatment of me has been any thing but Christian, — that it has 
been oppressive and vindictive, — that you have undertaken to 
place yourself above the decision of courts and councils, and to 
regard your own opinion as paramount to all other considera- 
tions. The developments made before the referees, and your 
placing yourself for defence, not on the Christian power of 
truth, but pleading the statute of limitations and the law of priv- 
ilege, have greatly contributed to this result ; for you cannot 
make this intelligent community believe that clergymen have 
any such privilege, or that it would be honorable in them to 
plead it, if they liad. 

I think now that the climax of wrong has been reached. The 
persons whom you have counselled, and with whom you have been 
connected in compassing my destruction, have been detected in 
their iniquitous scheme. Wise and good men have advised me 
to make the case public, on the ground that this last act would 
throw the clearest light on all which might before have been 
dark. The publication of this matter to the world, I fully be- 
lieve, would be greatly for my temporal advantage. But I am 
willing to sacrifice interest to duty. Obedience to the gospel 
and the honor of the ministnr are vastly more important than 
my own personal interest I will therefore say to you, that if 
you are disposed to make Christian reparation for the many 
wrongs you have done me, it is not too late even now. The 
religion which I teach to others, and which I desire to practise, 
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seem!) to require me to make you this proposal. If yon re- 
ject it, I shall not regret having made it ; for my duty will have 
been done. I shall wait a reasonable time, that you may, if 
disposed, communicate with me on the subject by letter, or some 
mutual friend, such as Dr. Woods or Dr. Blagden. I can as- 
sure you that if I have no occasion to publish, my object will be 
to disabuse the public mind, and to defend myself. Both law 
and gospel, — common sense and common justice, will declare 
such a publication to be a " privileged communication,'* espec- 
ially in consideration of the tnany, and long continued, and un- 
justifiable means which have been used to crush and ruin me. 
Tours, etc J. H. Faibchild. 

My appeal to the public, and the doings of my church 
in this matter, occupied over two columns in the Cour 
rier. Soon after its publication I met Dr. Woods, who 
remarked that he had read it, and approved of my pub- 
lishing it, and added these emphatic words, ^^ J think that 
the act of Dr. Adams in admitting suspended members to 
his cammunionj knowing them to be such^ must open the eyes 
of pastors and churches^ and call forth their rebukeJ^ The 
publication of this document gave rise to several com- 
munications to the editor of the Courier. But on con- 
sultation with me, it was thought that the time had not 
then come for their publication. But now I feel myself 
justified in piublishii^ at least two of them, — the first 
from an orthodox clergyman in Middlesex county, and 
the other from a doctor in divinity of the Baptist denom- 
ination. 

For ike Bo$km JOaHy Cbicrier. 
DB. ADAMS AND BEY. J. H. FAIHCmLD. 

Mb. Editob, — The communication which you recently pub- 
lished in your paper from Rev. J. H. Fairchild ought to arouse 
the ministers of Christ, and others too, to examine the difficulty 
between him and Dr. Adams. When such a base and more 
than criminal attempt is made to destroy the character of any 
man, it is high time that public indignation were stirred. The 
facts disclosed in the paper from the Payson Church, clearly 
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proved by Dr. Cooper, yea, confessed by the miserable tool of 
others' baseness, shows that a more iniquitous plot was never 
conceived, and ought to lead every reader to ask himself if the 
same foul spirit has not prompted all previous attacks upon Mr. 
Fairchild. But I took my pen to speak of another point. 

Even admitting that Mr. Fairchild is a vile nuin, I could 
never justify the course of Dr. Adams towards him. It has not 
been Christian. And now, from the communication of Mr. Fair- 
child, I understand that he laid the whole matter before Dr. 
Adams, informing him that he had no desire to appear before 
the public with this disclosure, if he (Dr. Adams) would but 
manifest the proper spirit towards him. But Dr, Adam* takes 
no notice of his letter. Is this the way that the minister of the 
gospel should conduct ? Dr. Adams must see that a foul plot 
has been invented to destroy the reputation of Mr. Fairchild. 
Even if every thing before were just as Dr. Adams had declared ; 
here is an instance of baseness toward Mr. Fairchild almost 
without paralleL This, Dr. Adams cannot but see. And yet 
he pays no regard to it, and leaves the sufferer in character, as 
the priest and Levite left the poor sufferer by the way-side be- 
tween Jerusalem and Jericho, to take care of himself. He has 
no sympathy for him, and pursues just such a course as soems 
to say that he is sorry Mr. Fairchild has discovered the plot 
Is this Christian charity ? Is this the golden rule exemplified ? 
Is this distinguishing between right and wrong, — justice and 
injustice ? ^hall one Christian treat another, when crushed by 
rank injustice, just as he would when he believes that his adver- 
sity is deserv^? I had verily thought that my sympathies 
were demanded, even toward the meanest neighbor I have, 
when vile conspirators are seeking to destroy him by deceit and 
&lseho<|d. ^ Give the devil his due.'' Be content to see no 
man worse than he is. They, who have never condemned the 
conduct of Dr. Adams before, surely cannot vindicate him in 
this. Suppose he were to preach from the text, ** As ye would 
that men should do to you, do ye also to them likewise," how 
would he unfold the truth herein contained without omdemning 
his own conduct ? Or suppose he should discourse upon the 
subject of charity, as treated of by Paul in the Idth chapter of 
1 Cor., and show that ^ charity suffereth long and is kind," ^ is 
not easily provoked," — " thinketh no evil," — " rejoiceth not in 
iniquity, but rejoiceth in the truth," and how would he handle 
the subject) and at the same time protect himself? Would none 
of his hearers think — 

Obthodox Pastob. 
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The following is the commnnication from the Baptist 
clergyman. 

Mr. Editor, — A copy of the Boston Daily Courier has jast 
fallen into my hands containing the Rev. Mr. Fairchild's ap- 
peal to the public touching some recent attempts of certain wdU 
known partiei to destroy his ministerial standing and usefulness. 
Mr. Fairchild discovers a great reluctance again to bring his 
private griefs before his fellow-citizens. This is not surprising ; 
such reluctance is natural in a sensitive mind. Solomon has 
said, that, *^ oppression makeih a wise man mad;^ and if that 
long persecuted and much injured clergyman should, however 
unwillingly, to vindicate what is dearer to him than life, resort 
to this only alternative left him, need any wonder? The writer 
of this is a clergyman, but not of the same ecclesiastical connec- 
tion with these parties. I know veiy little more of these mat- 
ters than what has been given to the public from the press, and 
do not presume to judge upon matters that are not within the 
province of any impartial man. But I venture the assertion, if 
Mr.^ Fairchild be not the worst man that a longsufTering God 
ever permitted to live, then one of the Boston doctors in di- 
vinity and one of its deacons have been pursuing a course which, 
for unrelenting cruelty and bitter hate, a very devil would blush 
to own. In the name of humanity and religion, both of which 
are outraged by such malignity to a fellow man, not to say a 
minister of Christ, I would entreat these men to desist from a 
course so revolting in itself; and so certain to meet in a coming 
day a terrible retribution. 

They may have persuaded themselves of Mr. Fairchild's guilt 
of what has often been charged upon him, but never proved, al- 
though in all conscience his enemies have had no lack of oppor- 
tunity or disposition to have proved it a thousand times, if they 
could, — bqt they should remember that a jury of his country, 
under the awful sanctions of an oath, have pronounced him in- 
nocent ; and that this has satisfied, as it ought, all order-loving, 
and law-abiding men. 

The conduct of Adams and Drake becomes an ofience not 
only against Mr. Fairchild's legal rights, but against society it- 
self, which, taking the matter in its own hands, may yet bring 
the offenders ^0 a strict account; and from its just awards, 
neither wealth, rank, power, or place will afford protection. 

£very Christian minister throughout this great country knows 
just as well as he knows his alphabet, that the course pursued 
by Dr. Adams in the case of Hunting and wife, as set forth m 
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this appeal, is an outrage upon all ecclesiastical law and order, 
whether as interpreted and understood by Episcopalians, Pres* 
byteriansy or Congregationists. If he was honest in regarding the 
Payson Church and its pastor as unworthy of, and without eccle- 
siastical standing, then why not let them entirely alone. This 
would have been the course of a conscientious man, and would 
have secured him the respect of those who might judge very 
differently from himself in regard to Mr. Fairc^d and his so- 
ciety. But Dr. Adams was obviously much more influenced by 
his bitter prejudices than by the dictates of conscience or duty. 
He may persuade himself that the case is otherwise with him, 
and his immediate friends and partisans may charitably believe 
it to be so ; but impartial men and ministers of other persua- 
sions will find it stultifying to all their common sense so to de^ 
dde. A day will come when Mr. Fairchild can appeal from 
those who oppress and persecute him, to the God that made 
him and whom he serves, and get justice. It would be well 
for us all to remember how appropriate to that august occasion 
are the words of one of the sweetest poets that ever sung. 

" The kindness I to others show 
That kindness show to me." 



CHAPTER XXIX. 

HAViNa announced in my address on the new doc- 
trine of clerical privilege, that I should never cease my 
efforts while life remains^ to get that false and libellous 
record expunged from the book of the ABSociation, I 
concluded to make another attempt in December, 1853. 
I went, in the first place, to Mr. Dexter, pastor of Pine 
Street Church, supposing him to have been, at that time, 
the scribe. He corrected my mistake, informing me 
that Mr. Stone, pastor of Park Street Church, was scribe. 

31 
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I told him that I was going to make another effort to 
have the records of the Association corrected with re- 
gard to my case, and expressed my desire that he would 
aid me. He replied that he was not a member when 
that record was made, and thought it belonged to those 
who made it, to rectify it, if it was wrong. I was go- 
ing on to state to him wherein it was wrong, and to 
give my reasons why I deemed it his duty to assist by 
his voice and vote to set the matter right. But he was 
not willing to hear me, for he said that he was deter- 
mined to ignore the whole matter, and had, in fact, ab- 
sentei himself jfirom the Association, at certain times, 
when he knew that my case was coming up for discus- 
sion. Of course, I stopped arguing the matter. He 
treated me, however, very courteously, and ventured 
kindly to say to me that there was one thing which, in 
his judgment, appeared against me, — and that was the 
frequency with which I brought my affairs before the 
public, and that he thought it would be mach more to 
my credit to let the matter rest, and that he had heard 
others express the same opinion. I simply asked him 
if he would remain quiet, and let the matter rest, if such 
a preamble and vote were on the records of the Associa- 
tion concerning him, which might be done with just as 
"much truth and honesty as concerning me. 

I then called on Mr. Stone, and had pretty much the 
same interview with him. I found him equally reluc- 
tant to hear an argument, and equally determined to 
ignore the whole matter. These gentlemen are editors 
of the Congregationalist ; cmd if they had been as will- 
ing to ignore the subject of slavery as they were the 
matter of the wrongs which I have suffered from the 
tongue and pen and influence of Dr. Adams, they 
would not have waited till the present time before ut* 
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tering snch language as follows, which I quote from 
their paper of May 4th : << It is a fact that many and 
many a congregation in New England which, a year 
ago, would have welcomed his labors more quickly and 
warmly than those of almost any other living minister 
of Jesus, would now feel it to be a calamity and grief 
to see him ascending their pulpit stairs." These gen- 
tlemen knew or might have known years ago the griev- 
ous oppression and persecution inflicted on me by Dr. 
Adams ; and if they and those other members of the 
Suffolk South Association, who sympathize with them 
on the subject of slavery, had taken the same firm and 
determined stand against Dr. Adams which they have 
now taken, and where they bad a voice and a vote, my 
difficulties with the Association would have been ad- 
justed and ended years ago^ 

I then went to Mr. Kirk ; and as he was one of the 
original members who voted to make that record, and 
afterwards to reaffirm it, he was not unwilling to listen 
to an argument on the subject. He said he would do all 
he could to set matters. right, *^ that he was convinced 
the record was wrong, and ought not to be retained. As 
that interview was late in December, he remarked that 
there was not time sufficient for him to do any thing be- 
fore the next meeting on the first Tuesday in January ; 
but assured me that he would converse with some of the 
members on the subject, and prepare the way for action 
if he could, at the meeting in March, and that if 1 
would call a few weeks hence, he should then probably 
be able to tell me what could be done. And I called 
again as he suggested. He then said, he did not know 
that any thing could be done, for he had conversed with 
Dr. Adams on the subject, and that " he had put him 
all aback." He mentioned several reasons which Dr. 
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Adams gave why the preamble and vote should not be 
rescinded. At a subsequent interview, he again assured 
me of his readiness to set matters right ; but intimated 
that he could do nothing more, and that I must take 
such a course as seemed to me most proper. Accord- 
ingly I prepared the following communication, which I 
addressed, through the scribe, to the Association at their 
meeting the first Tuesday in March, 1854. 

South Bostoh, March 2, 1854. 

To the members of the Suffolk Sonth AMociation, particalarly to Rev. 
Messrs. Samuel IL Riddel, Edward Beecher, N. Adams, £. M. Kixk, A. C 
Thompson, Christopher Marsh, and Joseph S. Clark. 

Gentlemen, — I thus single yon out from your associates be* 
cause you are, so far as I know, the only present acting mem- 
bers of the Association who took part in placing on your records, 
or in retaining there a certain preamble and vote respecting mc, 
which I once more request you to rescind. Afler all the light 
which was thrown on those records before the referees in the 
snmiher of 1851, and from the legal consequences of which 
protection was sought^ not on the truth of what you had there 
recorded, but behind the statute of limitations, and the plea of 
privileged communications, I was hoping that you would, of 
your own accord, do me the simple act of justice of making 
your records conform to the truth. But as nothing of this 
nature has yet been done by you, notwithstanding my solemn 
declaration publicly made two years ago, that I should persist 
in my efforts to obtain from you my just rights, and as life is 
uncertain, I am impelled by a sense of duty to myself and 
family and friends, not to remain quiet under the unjust impu- 
tations there resting on my name. I beg leave, therefore, to 
state to you in writing, the principal reasons on which I ground 
my request. And I trust that you mH hear me out of respect 
to my age, as well as my eaute. 

First reason^ Your preamble and vote of January 7, 1845, 
are not true. To convince you of this, and to save you the 
trouble of searching your records, I will here transcribe that 
preamble and vote : — 

'' Whereas, An ecclesiastical council held at Exeter, N. H., 
in July last, for the purpose of hearing and examining certain 
charges against the moral character of Rev. Joy H. Fairchild, 
a member of this Association, and at that time pastor of the 
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First Church in Exeter, — at which a committee of this Asso- 
ciation was present, — did, hj their resuh, declare Mr. Fair- 
child to he guilty of the crimes alleged against him, and there- 
fore proceeded to depose him from the ministry : And 

^ Wherea$y Mr. Fairchild having denied the truth of said alle- 
gations, did persist in such denial to the last, and claimed that 
evidence in his favor was in existence, not then to be obtained 
on account of the absence of a witness : And 

"• Wkereoiy this Association, having waited till the present time, 
to give opportunity for further developments in the case, and in 
the mean time, having seen and interrogated the witness re- 
ferred to, and ttarefully attended to certain publications put 
forth by Mr« Fairchild since his trial, are now satisfied that no 
valid evidence has appeared of the character claimed l>y the 
accused: therefore, 

^ Votedy That Mr. Joy H. Fairchild, for the crimes of seduc- 
tion and adultery charged and proved upon him before an eccle- 
siastical council at Exeter, and for falsehood in denying the 
truth of these charges when brought against him, and in still 
persisting in such denial, be, and he is hereby separated from 
his connection with this ministerial association." 

The above preamble and vote you will find on your records 
of January 7, 1845, inserted there about three months previous 
to my trial and acquittal by the civil court 

I will now quote to you the result of the Exeter Council : — 

^ The council feel compelled to express their deep conviction 
that Mr. Fairchild cannot be innocent in this matter ; and that 
unless he can present a clearer vindication of himself before 
some tribunal more competent than ourselves to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses and the utterance of all the truth, and 
tiQ such act BE dane^ he ought not, and so far as our decision 
goes, does not, longer hold the place of a minister in the church 
of Christ." 

Now please compare your record of January 7, 1845, with 
the above result of the Exeter Council. Your record says that 
I had been proved guilty before that council of three infamous 
crimes, whereas that council does not say that I had been 
proved guilty of any specific offence whatever. They ex- 
pressly declare their incompetency to compel the attendance of 
witnesses; and therefore virtually recommend my going to 
another tribunal, which had the power not pertaining to the 
council, meanwhile suspending me from the functions of my 
office till the more competent tribunal had investigated and 
passed judgment on my case, pkiinly implying that y^hen that 
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act was done, and a verdict of acquittal rendered, my suspen- 
sion ceased, and mj ministerial functions were restored. This 
was the meaning of the council, as understood by everybody at 
the time. And after having spent my little property to wipe 
off the foul reproach from my reputation, I did not even dream 
that I should lie for ever under the ban of a clerical associa- 
tion, by their stepping in between me and the verdict of my 
country. For in this case, my civil are my tmniMterial rights, 
since on the verdict of acquittal by the jury, the act of suspen- 
sion by the council ceased, and my restoration to the functions 
of my office became complete. 

At your meeting July 10, 1849, to act on my request to re- 
scind your preamble and vote of January 7, 1845, you " voted 
not tb rescind." You then appointed a committee to prepare a 
new draft, following, as far as possible, the very language of 
the Exeter Council in their result. At a subsequent meeting, 
this committee reported. I wish now to turn your attention 
particularly to that report, which you call a declarative vote. 
You begin with a preamble in which yon profess ^ to follow 
strictly the language of the result of the Exeter Council." On 
reading that preamble, as it appears in the printed award of 
the referees, I found the very gist of that result omitted. On 
examining the records of the court, I learned that this omission 
was not a mistake of the printer. The omitted sentence is 
this, — ** and till such ad be done/' I was obliged to go to the 
records of the court for information, as your former scribe, 
Bev. J. W. Alvord, said under oath that he could not give me 
a certified copy of your records relating to my case, ^ without 
exposing himself to a criminal prosecution." The omitted sen- 
tence seems to have been inserted by the council for the very 
purpose of rendering it impossible to misapprehend their 
meaning. 

In this declarative vote you renew the act of separating me 
from your Association, (though I had not been a member, ac- 
cording to your own showing, for more than four years,) on the 
express ground of fialsehood in denying the truth of the 
charges when brought against me, and ibr still persisting in 
such denial. You here reassert that I am guilty of the crimes 
alleged against me, from every imputation of which the civil 
court had fuUy acquitted me; for surely I could not be 
guilty of falsehood in denying charges, unless they had been 
true. It strikes me that your declarative vote (considering the 
drcumstances under which it was made, it having been done 
years after (be niatter had been fully investigated in oouri, and 
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dearl/ proved to be a fiction and a lie,) is more objectionable 
than the original Vote, and quite as inconsistent with the truth. 

According to jour preamble of January 7, 1845, 1 ceased to 
be a clergyman in July, 1844. If the Exeter Council deposed 
me from the ministry, as that preamble asserts^and since the 
Suffolk South Association is composed of clergymen only, why 
should such a vote be pat upon your records six months after 
my deposition, — thus expelling a layman 1 Was not this a 
work of supererogation ? 

Second reason. A clerical association has no ecclesiastical 
authority whatever in Massachusetts, and 6bnsequently no right 
to deal with delinquent members in the way of discipline. 
They can drop the name of any member, as may a club of 
physicians or lawyers whenever they choose no longer to asso- 
ciate with him. But they have no right to publish him an 
immoral man, unless they are prepared to prove it before a 
competent tribunaL Least of all have they a right to brand 
his name with infamy in his absence, and without his knowl- 
edge. And I think you will admit that I have just reason to 
complain of your preamble and vote of January 7, 1845, when 
you reflect that two or three weeks before you did that act, I 
had published to the world, as you well knew, that I was soon 
coming to the very tribunal suggested by the Exeter Council. 
And having given you this notice, when I read in the Daily 
Mail in less than one week afler your meeting, that you had ex- 
pelled me from the Association, I could not but deem it a most 
cruel act, as it seemed intended to influence the public mind, 
and thus prejudice my cause on my appeal to the civil court 

Third reason. Your record repudiates and negatives the ver- 
dict of the only competent tribunal known to our laws to sit in 
judgment on such matters ; and also the result of the Exeter 
Council, which result was made, by express provision, to be per^ 
petuated or annulled according to the verdict of said tribu- 
nal, — a verdict admitted by judge and jury to have been ren- 
dered on the distinct merits and facts of the case, and not on 
any technicality of the law, — a verdict readily sanctioned by 
the public press, both secular and religious, with scarce an ex- 
ception, throughout the country. And if a verdict so rendered, 
is of no avail, then of what use are our courts and councils, 
and what inducement has any man when falsely accused, to 
appeal to them for redress, and thus to meet the vast expense, 
and run the fearful hazard of being condemned, though inno- 
cent ? If you disbelieve my statement as to the opinion of the 
judge and jury, please consult Grovemor Washburn who sat as 
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judge in the case, or Tisdale Drake, Esq^ who waa foreman of 
the juxy. And is it right for those who inculcate upon their 
people obedience to the laws of the land, after such a verdict, 
to record a man as guilty, and to treat him as such? Is this 
*'the charity which hopkh all things, and thinketh no evil?" 
Judge ye. • 

Fourth reason. Your record contravenes the universal maxim 
of law and gospel, that every man is presumed to be innocent, 
until guilt is proved. And why should ministers of the gospel 
of peace and good-will, suspend the operation of this maxim in 
reference to a brother clergyman ? But I compUin that you 
have disregarded this maxim. Yon have condemned me not 
only vntlunU proof, but agaimi proof. I would not be unchar- 
itable ; but it does seem to me that there has been an effort on 
your part, to put the most unfavorable construction on all that I 
have said and done, and to turn it to my injury. The inquiry 
seems to have been, not how can a matter be explained con- 
sistently with innocence ; but how can it be construed into an 
evidence of guilt? -If aU your conduct from boyhood through 
life, should be searched as mine has been, and so fiv as possi- 
ble, turned to your disadvantage, I can only say, — the Lord 
have pity on you ! 

Fifth and last reason. Your record fixes a mark of infamy 
on my name, open to the inspection of every new member to 
the end of time, — an act wUch you have no more legal, or 
ecclesiastical, or moral right to do, than you have to &x the like 
stigma on the name of any other clergyman in Boston. 

These, gentlemen, are the principal reasons why I ask you to 
correct your records, and make them conform to the truth. I 
ask not for readmission into your Association, or for ministerial 
fellowship from you, — such fellowship I have already from 
other quarters. Hence there can be no possible pretext for 
inserting any new vote in your book of records casting the 
least slur or reproach upon me. As I am not a member of 
your body, and do not seek for membership, my character is 
not before you for discussion. And as I ask nothing more of 
you than to make your records true, so I shall be satisfied with 
nothing less. A simple vote rescinding whatever may be on 
your records implicating my moral character, is what I ask, 
and ail I ask. 

I know ^at I cannot compel you by a suit at law to rescind 
your votes. If a jury should decide against you over and over 
again, you might still retain the obnoxious votes on your 
records. Under our Congregational form of church govern- 
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ment, there is no ecclesiastical tribanal before which to summon 
you, such as I should have, were we under the Presbyterian 
polity. And if I could compel you to do so, Christian minis- 
ters should be the last men to wait for the application of civil 
law to force them to do justly. All that I could do in such a 
case would be to expose your wrong doing more clearly to the 
world, and obtain from yon pecuniary damages. But money is 
of little consequence compared with my just rights in the mat- 
ter of reputation. True, money would be worth something to 
a man who has sacrificed all his earthly substance in defending 
himself from the unjust attacks which have been made upon 
him, — which sacrifice would, in my judgment, and in the judg- 
ment of vast multitudes, never have been required, had it not 
been for the course pursued by your committee in the grand- 
jury room, and at Exeter. But I have no wish to revive that 
painful subject ; and I do sincerely hope that you will never 
give me any further occasion to do so. 

The question submitted to you is this : WiU you do me a $im- 
pile act of justice hy making your records cof\form to the truth f — 
in other words, will you rescind your obnoxious votes respecting 
me? Do not, I pray you, blink the question ; for it must be 
met in some form or other. I do not wish again to agitate the 
public mind on this subject. I have little time and no inclina^ 
tion for such a service. I am now engaged in the great and la- 
bpriotts work of providing means for the erection of a church 
edifice, which I am quite unwUling to suspend even for a short 
season ; but the defence of my reputation from such grave im- 
putations, is paramount to all other considerations, and becomes 
as-much my duty as to defend my life. And if the public mind 
must again be agitated, the world shall know that the fault is 
not in me, and that I did all which Christian forbearance could 
require me to do in order to avert it I entreat you for the honor 
of the orthodox ministry that yon will withhold from me my 
just rights no longer. That ministry has suffered grievously in 
the judgment of candid, unprejudiced, and intelligent men of all 
persuasions by the strange and unheard-of course pursued in 
reference to my affairs. It is frequently and truly remarked 
that no ministers of any other denomination in the land, were 
ever before known to be the Jirst to desert a brother clergyman, 
and the last to submit to such a verdict as has be'en rendered in 
my case. You are doubtless aware that clergymen have, in a 
great measure, lost that strong hold on the respect and confi- 
dence of the people which they once had ; and I ask you, as 
honest men, to say whether you think that the stigma which you 
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have so unrighteously and untruly fixed upon my name in your , 
book of records, and persisted in retaining there with such un- 
seemly pertinacity against the declared judgment of jurors and 
councils, is likely to strengthen that confidence ? I am an au- 
thorized minister of the gospel, and the pastor of a regularly 
constituted church, as much so as either of you. The laws of 
the Commonwealth are as truly over me for my protection, as 
over you for yours. My standing, ecclesiastically and civilly^ 
is as good as your own ; for I presume that none of you will 
pretend that you were put into the ministry by wiser or better 
men than Rev. Drs. Woods, Burgess, French, Sheldon, and 
others of like character, who took part in the services of my last 
installation. 

Previous to the charge brought against me in 1844, my char- 
acter was as fair as that of any one of you. This was admitted 
by your committee before the council at Exeter, and distinctly 
stated to the court by Mr. Parker, the prosecuting attorney. It 
is nine years this month since my acquittal both by court and 
council. And what have I since done, except assert my just 
rights, and defend them against the most fearful odds ? True, 
several most shameful attempts have since been made to blast 
my reputation and render me odious to the community ; but a 
kind Providence has hitherto caused all these attempts to recoil 
on the heads of their authors. How then can you as ministers 
of the gospel, professedly possessing yourselves, and inculcating 
upon others, the spirit and temper of Christ your Master, who, 
when guilt was open as the day, mercifully said, " Neither do I 
condemn thee ; go and sin no more," — how, I adc, can you per- 
sist in retaining such disgraceful and false votes upon your rec- 
ords, not only without right, but against right ? Is this as the 
gospel directs? See Matth. vii. 12. 

I will here take the liberty to quote a sentence or two from 
a letter of Rev. Greorge Allen of Worcester addressed to Dr. 
Edward Beecher, and which the doctor read at my request, to 
the Ajssociation when they met July 10th, 1849, to act on my 
request then made, and now repeated, to rescind their preamble 
and vote of January 7, 1845. ** That the record," says Mr. 
Allen, ^ was and still is a libel, I have not a doubt ; and if such 
is its character, then should the Association hasten to undo, so 
far as they may, so plain a wrong. ' That record, untrue in it- 
self, is the only formal and official condemnation of Mr. Fair- 
child for the crimes alleged against him. No other record 
denies him any wonted ministerial standing. No verdict of 
jury touches his character. No result of council affects hia 
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office. No council or court would have dared, on any evi- 
dence, to condemn him without a citation to appear before 
ity and confront his accusers. But the record of the As- 
sociation condemns and inflicts punishment without the sem- 
blance of a trial bj themselves, and against the verdict of a jury, 
preindorsed by a result of council. Such tyranny would be a 
reproach anywhere; but more than anywhere else, on the 
spot best known on all the face of the earth for its early, strenu- 
ous, and successful defence of civil and religious liberty." 

I cannot but hope that you will now see the right, and resolve 
to do it. I feel quite sure that several of your number will do 
so, since they have already acknowledged me as the pastor of a 
sister church, by reading letters missive to their churches, avow- 
ing that fact, and inviting them, by pastor and delegate, to sit 
in council, and pass judgment on our doings. Consistency, there- 
fore, would seem to require those gentlemen at least, to vote to 
rescind. 

This communication is addressed to you, not in anger, but in 
grief. And if any one of you should censure me for what he 
may call my ^ bad spirit," and complain of me for agitating this 
question again, will he not ask himself how quietly he would 
rest, and in what terms he would address the Association, if a 
vote stood on your book of records declaring him to have been 
proved guilty of seduction, and adultery, and falsehood, and re- 
affirming it years afterwards, and in contravention of the well- 
known decision of court and council, thus rendering his name 
and memory infamous, and causing his descendants to blush for 
very shame, to the end of time. But such a record would not 
be more false respecting Aim than it is respecting me. And the 
legal and moral right would be as complete in the one case as 
in the other. I must be permitted here to say, that what greatly 
aggravates this offence is the fact that your vote of Jamiary 7, 
1845, was kept from my knowledge, as to its nature and pur- 
port, for^more than four years, and would probably never have 
been made known to me, had I not presented a call for it which 
could not safely have been refused. 

You may possibly think that you can never be placed in cir- 
cumstances requiring you to protest against the wrongs of your 
brethren. But you know who has said, ^ A brother offended 
is harder to be won than a strong city." You know, too, the 
history of Job ; and you have not forgotten how confidently he 
once said, ^' I shall die in my nest." 

I reassure you that I wish for no litigation. And one object 
of this letter is to prevent it. But if your action or want of 
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action on mj reqaest should eompd me to oommenoe a civil ac- 
tion, certain I am that it will not be left to the judgment of 
referees. I shall never be prevailed on again to take a just 
and righteous cause from a jury of twelve men, and submit it to 
the award of three referees, who may decide the matter against 
law and evidence, without the fear of having their decision re- 
versed. ** In vain is the net spread in the sigkt of any bird." I 
do not ask you to indorse my character ; that has already been 
done by the highest tribunals known to our laws ; and I am as 
much entitled to the protection of those laws as yourselves. But 
while I do not ask you to indorse my character, I hope you will 
be careful not to slur it 

And now, gentlemen, as I have in no case been die aggressor, 
but simply acted in seU'-defence, I beg you not to give me any 
occasion to appeal to you again on this unpleasant subject, or to 
the public through the press, or to the civil court Let the con- 
troversy now cease. This, I think, is the dictate of wisdom. 
Whether this shall be done, depends on yourselves. A truthful 
and honest vote of six lines upon your records, will do it But 
candor requires me plainly to declare to you, that I shall not 
oease my efforts while I live to obtain from you my just rights, 
and that I shall press this matter to the utmost limits which the 
principles of the gospel and the laws of my country will allow. 
Knowing as I do, that I am right in this matter, — knowing 
that law and gospel, court and council, truth and righteousness, 
common sense and common honesty, are all on my side, you 
cannot expect me to be quiet until that foul blot is expunged from 
your records. 

Permit me, in conclusion, to say a few words to those gentle- 
^men who have joined the Association since I was a member, and 
who have had no hand in placing or in keeping on record the 
offensive preamble and vote which I am seeking to have re- 
scinded. If I knew all your names, I would here insert them. 
But I am ignorant on this point Knowing that Messrs. Stone 
and Dexter were among the new members, I sought a personal 
interview with them, requesting their aid in the attainment of 
my rights. But as they expressed a wish to ignore the whole 
matter, and to take no part in the correction of your records, on 
the ground that if a wrong had been done, it did not belong to 
them to amend it, but to the original members ; and presuming 
that others of your number might have the same opinion, I am 
anxious that you should distinctly understand the nature of my 
request, so that you may clearly discern your own position in 
relation to the matter of your records. Those records have 
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fallen into joar hands in fact, to be controlled by yon in conjunc- 
tion with the other members. I come to you and tell you that 
there ia a vote recorded there deeply afifecting my dearest rights 
and interests, and which I most explicitly state to you, is utterly 
false. I a^ you to ascertain the truth of the statement, not by 
spending a week, or a day, or even an hour of your precious 
time in examining into the merits of my case, that you may be 
able to decide, each one for himself, whether I am an honest 
man or a knave. Though if I oould prevail on you to do so, I 
should not fear the result ; for I am confident that if you inves* 
tigate die evidence in this case without prejudice, you will come 
to the same conclusion as did the Hon. William Jackson of 
Newton. This gentleman, after having read my address on the 
^ New Doctrine of Clerical Privilege," took pains to examine 
critically all the printed docaments in relation to the case. Hav« 
ing done this, he wrote me a letter, dated June 18, 1852, the 
whole of which I should be glad to copy here, if I felt at liberty 
to do so. As it was a voluntaiy communication, and no secrecy 
enjoined, I trust the honorable gentleman woa^l not deem it any 
breach of confidence if I here quote a sentence or two. He 
says : ^ I have examined carefully all the evidence presented 
bedTore the council at Exeter, and the court in Boston, and am 
convinced (nothing doubting) of your innocence in the matter. 
I am amazed, therefore, at the impressions which have rested 
upon my own mind, and on the minds of others for years, in re- 
lation to the whole matter ; and I have no hesitation in saying 
that this evidence ought to have produced adiiferent impression 
upon the minds of the Boston Association.'' 

The question which I now submit to you for your decision, 
has nothing to do with the question of my innocence or guilt. 
That question is already settled by an authority which you can- 
not safely gainsay or resist I ask you to give only ten minutes 
of your time to compare your preambles and votes with the 
result of the Exeter Council. Even if you were to assume that 
I am guilty, (though you have not a particle of moral or legal 
right to do so,) still you would find your record untrii^ ; £ot it 
asserts as fact what never took place, and on that assumed fact, 
and on nothing else, it proceeds to pass sentence of condemnation 
upon me. And it is that sentence so rendered, and resting on , 
such a miry foundation, which I ask you to aid in rescinding. 
If you need more light on this subject than you can derive from 
reading and comparing your records with the result of the coun- 
cil, please consult Rev. Eufus W. Clark, of East Boston, who 
was a m<^ber of the Exeter Council, and voted with the m»> 
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joritj. And as I am informed that he is now a member of your 
body, you can easily ascertain what he meant by his vote on 
that occasion. 

But the result of council speaks for itself. It is too plain to 
need any explanation. That short but pithy sentence, — ^ till 
tueh act be done,'^ — a sentence omitted in your new preamble, 
tells you in unmistakable terms, what the council meant« 

I beg yon, then, as Christian men and Christian ministers^ 
who profess to love the right and to eschew the wrong, to act in 
this matter as did the Grood Samaritan, and not like the Priest 
and Levite, who passed by on the other side. Here is a brother 
clergyman suffering grievous oppression ; and he asks you to 
aid in removing it by your voice and vote. Only imagine our 
circumstances reversed, and your duty will be plain. 

Gentlemen of the Association, please send me a certified copy 
of your action in this matter. As the question before you is so 
simple, and requires no discussion, I trust that you will act on it 
without delay. What I ask is not a matter offfraccj but of d^ 
— a debt which c%nnot be cancelled but by a plain and unquali- 
fied rescission. If you decline action, will you not be kind enough 
to give me due notice of that fact, and abo a brief statement of 
your reasons ; the receipt of which I will forthwith acknowledge. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

To the Rev. Andrew L. Stone, Scribe of Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation, to be communicated to said Association at their meeting 
next Tuesday. 



CHAPTER XXX. 

Aftsb waiting more than four months, and hearing 
nothing from the Association in reference to the preced- 
ing communication, I concluded to address them again. 
And on the 8th day of July I sent another communica- 
tioQ) with a note addressed to Mr. Stone, the scribe, to- 
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gether wit6 a note to Dr. Edward Beecher. I subjoin 
a copy of ray second communication, certain portions 
of which I did think of omitting to avoid repetition. 
But being desirous of having my readers further see 
what continued efforts I have made to induce the Asso- 
ciation, in justice to themselves as well as to me, no 
longer to allow their records to falsify the truth, and not 
force me to arraign them before a civil tribunal, I have 
concluded to publish the document without curtailing, 
notwithstanding some of its statements are similar to 
those contained in preceding communications. 

South Boston, Jaly 8, 1854. 
To THE Members of the Suffolk South Association : — 
GrenUemen, — On Thnrsday, the 2d day of last March, I 
left at the house of jour scribe, Rev. A. L. Stone, a communi- 
cadon to be laid before you at your meeting on the Tuesday 
following. Having waited two weeks, and hearing nothing 
from your scribe as to your action on my communication, I 
wrote him the subjoined note : — 

" South Bobtok, March 20, 1854. 
" Rev, a. L. Stone : -^ 

^ Sir, — On the second day of the present month, I lefl at 
your door (having previously ascertained that you were at 
home) a communication for the Association, which I requested 
might be read at their meeting on the Tuesday following. I 
requested, also, that I might be notified of their action in the 
matter. Having received no communication from you, I write 
you this note, with the request that you will inform me whether 
the Association took any action in the case, and if any, whaL 
I will call in about an hour for your reply. 

" Yours respectfully, 

•*J. H. Fairchild.'* 

When I left the above note with the servant at the door, I 
was told that Mr. Stone was at home. I called at the expira- 
tion of the hour, and inquired first for him, and then for a note 
from him ; but neither could be found. I concluded to wait till 
your meeting in l^Iay, hoping that my communication would 
then be read^ if nothing more was done. As it was couched in 
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respectful terms, I thought that cuurteiij alone would secure for 
it a hearing at least. But having received no official inibrmap 
tion in relation to this matter, I once more request you to make 
jour records respecting me, conform to the truth. 

My reasons for maJLing the request are assigned at some 
length, in my communication of March 2d. There are a few 
facts bearing on this subject, which I then omitted to state, but 
which I will now state with as much brevity as possible. 

At your meeting of July 10, 1849, afler having voted not to 
rescind your vote of January 7, 1845, you appointed Messrs. 
Beecher, Thompson, and Dwight, a conmiittee to prepare a new 
draft, and report at a future meeting. Two of your committee, 
(Messrs. Beecher and Thompson,) without the concurrence of 
Mr. Dwight, reported the declarative vote spoken of in my 
other communication, which the Association accepted and 
adopted, in which I find the word ^ suspended," substituted for 
the word *' deposed," as used in your preamble and vote of 
January 7, 1845. It is true that the Exeter Council did sus- 
pend me. And how long was this act of suspeasion to con- 
tinue? The result of council tells you in these simple and 
unmistakable words, — ^ttU such be done" And lest there 
should be misapprehension as to their true meaning, they ex- 
pressly declare wluU that act wa$ which must be done in order 
to remove the suspension. It was this; I must present a clearer 
vindication of myself before some tribunal more competent than 
themselves to compel the attendance of witnesses and the utter- 
ance of aUthe truth ; in other words, I must go to a civil tribu- 
nal and obtain an acquittaL Suspension was then to cease, and 
restoration immediately to follow. Your committee (Messrs. 
Beecher and Thompson) who prepared your declarative vote, 
seemed to be fully aware of this ; and therefore they omitted 
that brief sentence — "till such act be done " — which was the 
tery hinge on which the whole meaning of the result of coun- 
cil turned. Had they inserted it, (and they profess to " follow 
strictly the language of the Exeter CoundV') the insertion 
would have negatived the meaning and object of their report ; 
for it would have shown on the face of it that the suspension 
was limited to a specified time, and that that time was the very 
moment of acquittal by the civil court. It is unnecessary for 
me to make comments on this omission.* 

* The reader will observe that this commanication is dated Jalj 8, 
1854. About the middle of January, 1855, a copy was put into my 
hands of all the doings of the Association in relation to my case from 
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Ton admit that the Exeter Council did not result in my depo^ 
gitioHj (as 70a assert in your record of January 7, 1845, and 
which, on the 10th of July, 1849, you deliberately refused to 
rescind,) but simply in my sutpensian. Now if that act of sus- 
pension was not negatived by the verdict of acquittal in court, 
pray tell me what the ooundl meant by their result ? Did they 
mean to say that my suspension should continue during the 
pleasure of the Suffolk South Association ? 

Take another view of the subject I was restored to my 
office and standing, not only by the verdict of the jury, but by 
a subsequent act of an ecdesiastical council that installed me 
over my present church, — a council composed of men venera? 
ble in years and experience, and everywhere respected for 
their sound judgment and consistent piety. 

But it has been said, I am told, by some of you that the only 
way for my regular restoration to the ministry was by the reas- 
sembling of the Exeter Council, that they might reverse their 
decision, and make it conform to the decision of the court. But 
that council was ecclesiastically dead. They did not adjourn to 
some future day ; but, having made special and explicit provis- 
ion in their result for me to refer the case to a jury, they dis- 

Jane 24, 1S44, to November 6, 1849. This copy was not famished me by 
the Association, or by their anthority. On examining it I found that the 
declarative vote, of which I have spoken, as being the report of Messrs. 
Beecher and Thompson, was an act of the Association done at the meet^ 
ing, July 10, 1849, when they voted not to rescind their preamble and 
vote of Jannary 7, 1845. This declarative vote was probably the joint 
labor of Messrs. Adams, Beecher, and Riddel, the committee who went 
to Exeter for the purpose of getting me deposed from the ministry, and 
came back and reported that the council hai deposed me, and induced the 
Association to record that falsehood as the truth. At the same meeting, 
Messrs. Beecher, Thompson, and Dwight were appointed a committee " to 
consider whether any further entry upon our minutes is desirable with 
reference to the proceedings of the civil court and the installing council." 
At the meeting of the Association, November 6, 1649, that committee 
reported, in the absence of Mr. Dwight, " that the minutes placed in their 
hands appear to be a true statement of the fiicts ; whereupon the Associa- 
tion, after hearing the minutes read again, voted that they are correct." 
They thus reaffirmed the truth of their libellous preamble and vote of 
January 7, 1845, and the correctness of all their other doings I I did not 
know what their dechuntive vote was till I read it as printed in the 
sward of the referees, where I found the omission of the words, — "till 
such act be done." 
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persed, as all councils do, when their work is done. And if 
they could have been reassembled, what should they come to- 
gether for ? They had already resulted that an acquittal by a 
jury, should be an acquittal by the council. And was not that 
enough ? 

Permit me here to remind you of what took place at your 
memorable meeting of January 7, 1845, when you passed your 
vote expelling me from the Association for reasons which had 
no foundation in truth. Objections, I am told, were made 
against passing that vote, on the ground that it was prema- 
ture, — that there was no urgent call for it, — that I had just 
given notice of my intention of coming on for trial as soon as I 
could make the necessary preparation, and that to pass the vote 
under such circumstances would be unjust to me, as tending to 
forestall public sentiment, and to prejudice my cause before a 
jury. In reply to these objections, it was urged that I was not 
sincere in my avowal, and that I never designed to give myself 
up for trial in Boston. And when it was asked, ** What will 
you do with your vote if he should come on for trial and obtain 
an acquittal?" the reply was, "The vote can be easily re- 
scinded." But there the vote stands, and has stood unresdnded 
for nearly ten years, in spite of the decision of councils, and 
jurors, and the remonstrances of friends, and my own earnest 
pleadings and importunities. And not only so, you retain it 
there in opposition to the published opinion of forty-six of the 
most respectable clergymen of your own denomination, — an 
opinion expressed in the following language: "The under- 
signed beg leave, as individuals, to say to all whom it may con- 
cern, that in our view, on the ground of the result of the coun- 
cil, and the verdict of the jury, the Rev. Joy H. Fairchild is, 
and of right ought to be, reinstated in his ministry, and restored 
to the fellowship and communion of the churches." This cer^ 
tificate was written and signed in July, 1845. And yet now, in 
July, 1854, you still retain on your records a vote falsely de- 
claring that the council had proved and declared me guilty of 
seduction, and adultery, and falsehood, and expelling me from 
your body avowedly on the ground of such proof, and on no 
other! Mow ministers of the gospel of peace and good-will 
can persist in such wrong, is a question which I leave with you 
to answer. 

But methinks I hear you reply, " This matter is no longer an 
open question. It was fully and finally settled by the award of 
the referees." But, Gentlemen, nothing ought to be considered 
as settled which is not right And is it, — can it be right de- 
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fiberatelj to place on your book of records a vote, declaring 
that a clergyman who is in as good standing, ecclesiastically and 
civilly, as yourselves, has been guilty of three infiEunous crimes, 
and declaring it not only without proof, but agcUnst proof? No, 
no ; such a matter can never be settled, until right is done. 

My main object in the libel suit against Dr. Adams was the 
protection of my character from the many aspersions which 
that gentleman had so unjustly cast upon it. But to my utter 
surprise, the referees decided that " the question of my inno- 
cence or guilt, not being submitted to them, they did not con- 
sider that question." Now the. question, and the only question 
which I ever thought of submitting to them for their decision 
was this : Are the things which Dr. Adams has said and writ- 
ten about ffM, true or false f This question they never met 
They took the ground that he was privileged to say and do all 
these things, whether they were true or ^dse, right or wrong. 
I have been repeatedly assured by the ablest jurists in the land, 
that the award of the referees was not founded on any just view 
of the law, and that neither the plea of privilege nor the statute 
of limitations had any, except a forced application to the case 
submitted to their decision. 

But, Gentlemen, I have done arguing the case with yon. 
You cannot fail to see the right. The question is, will you do 
it ? I shall be satisfied if you will only authorize your scribe 
to write on the margin of the page containing your preamble 
and vote of January 7, 1845, and idso on the margin of the page 
containing the report of Messrs. Beecher and Thompson, these 

words, — " This vote was rescinded on this day of , 

1854." Only do this, and direct yourscribe to give me official 
notice of the fact, and you will hear nothing more &om me. 
The controversy will then end, and peace be restored. But if 
you refuse, and the question comes again before the public, the 
responsibility shall rest on yourselves. If you think that the 
cause of truth and righteousness can be promoted by your per- 
sisting in this wrong, or any thing added thereby to the re- 
spectability and influence of the Suffolk South Association, I 
can only say that your judgment differs widely from that of 
multitudes in the community, both lay and clerical. But you 
must not expect me to be quiet, so long as that false and infa- 
mous stigma rests on my name in your book of record<». Never 
will I cease my efforts to have those records set right, so long as 
God gives me a tongue to speak or a hand to write. 

My appeal to the Association for my just rights is, with this 
oommunicationy ended. But if yoi) tbiok that might can always 
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prevail against righif you may, erelong, learn your mistake- 
Do you imagine that you can safely do collectively as an Assocup- 
tiofif what each one of you would shrink from doing individu- 
aUy f for I assert, without the fear of contradiction, that not one 
of you would publish to the world your preambles and votes re- 
lating to my case, and certify, with his own name appended, that 
they are true. A regard to reputation, if nothing else, would 
prevent such an act. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Faibchild. 
• 
Accompanying the preceding commiinication was the 

following letter addressed to the scribe. 

South Bostok, July 8, 18M. 
To Rbv. a. L. Stowb:— 

Sir, — In connection with this note, I send yon a communi- 
cation addressed to the Suffolk South Association, which I re- 
quest you, as scribe, to lay before them at their meeting next 
Tuesday. What disposition yon made of my other communica- 
tion addressed to the Association through you, I am not in- 
formed. However anxious you may be to ignore the whole 
matter in relation to my case, you must, I think, know something 
about it, otherwise it is hardly credible that you would have 
taken so much interest in the affiur as to have obligated your- 
self to pay Dr. Adams a portion of the expenses of his trial 
before the referees. Be .this however as it may, as you have 
the reputation of being a warm friend of the oppressed, I will 
not do you the injustice to suppose it possible that you can have 
refused to read at least in private the communication referred 
to. And having read it, you must, I think, have seen that op- 
pression exists in more forms than one. You must have seen, 
also, the great wrong which the Association have done me, and 
that it is your duty, as a member of that body, where you have 
a voice and a vote, to act in defence of the right A few inde- 
pendent words, such as you uttered on the 4th inst, might go far 
towards bringing this unpleasant controversy to a dose, and pre- 
vent any further agitation of the public mind on the subject. 
But I do not presume to dictate to you the course which you 
shall take' in the matter. Yet I do presume that you wish to 
have justice done ; and therefore I do not doubt that you will be 
ready to exert yourself for so desirable an object 
* Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Faibchild. 
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I soon received the following reply : — 

Boston, July 10, 1854. 
Bbv. J. H. Faibchild: — 

M7 "dear Sir, — Tour DOte of Jalj 8tliy covering a communi- 
eatton to the SafTolk South Association, was duly received. As 
to the first package of which you speak, which was sealed and 
addressed to the Suffolk South Association, I never knew from 
whence it came. I took it with me and presented it at the first 
meeting of the Association afler its receipt But that meeting 
was unusually crowded with business, — as we had a large 
number of appointments fulfilled, and four candidates to exam- 
ine for licensure. Our meeting was protracted till late in the 
afternoon, and at the dose of the examination, only four breth- 
ren were present. It was resolved to lay over all new business 
to the next meeting ; and the communication I think was not 
opened at all. 

The note of which you speak as having left at my house, I 
never received, unless indeed it may have been without your 
signature, as I never read anonymous letters. 

The next regular meeting of the Association was held at East 
Boston. I could not be present, as I was then moving into the 
country. I have not seen the records of that meeting, but was 
told that there were only three persons present, and no business 
was taken up. 

We meet to-morrow at West Boxbury. But I shall not be 
present as I am preengaged on committee at Harvard College. 
I will, however, transmit your communication, and in due time 
inform you of the issue. You will perceive that there has been 
no negligence and no intentional delay in the premises. 

Very truly vours, 

A. L. Stone. 

The next day I replied to Mr. Stone, as follows : — 

South Boston, J11I7 11, 1854. 
To Rev. A. L. Stone : — 

Sir, — ;I have just received your note, and am not a little 
surprised at your statement that you never received my letter. 
I called at your house on Monday nooming, March 20th. A 
female came to the door ; I inquired if you were in ; she 
replied that you were ; I gave her the note, with the request 
that she would hand it to you. It was sealed and directed to 
Bev. A. L. Stone. In about an hour I called for your reply. 
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according to 107 statement in the note. I inqaired for yon 
again, and was told that jou were in. The girl invited me into 
the parlor, and went to call you. Just at this time Rev. Mr. 
Edgell called, and while we were oonversingy the girl returned 
and informed us that she could not find you. I then asked her 
if you had led a note for Mr. Fairchild, and requested her to 
look on your study table for one. She returned and said that 
there was none. Mr. Edgell and myself immediately left, and 
walked some distance in Company. He told me his business 
with you, and that he was coming on a certain Sabbath to 
preach to your people on the subjeet of his agency. 

You say that you never received my note, unless it might 
have been without my signature, and that you never recui anony- 
mous letters. 

Tou must think me amazingly stupid to write an anonpnous 
letter and carry it myself to the door, and in it state that I 
should call for an answer in about an hour. And pray tell me 
how you could know it was anonymous without opening it and 
looking for the signature ? 

You will observe that the package which I left at your door, 
was not directed to your care for dbe Association, but to you ag 
icribe^ to be communicated at their next meeting. I took it for 
granted that you would open the package, that you might see 
what it was, and whether it denumded immediate attention ; for 
if not attended to at the next meeting, its object might have 
been wholly defeated, and the reading of it at any future meeting 
rendered entirely useless. As you say that you knew not from 
whence it came, it might have related to a matter of so much 
consequence as to take precedence of all other subjects to come 
before the Association. I make these remarks, not to accuse 
you of negligence or inattention, but to let you see that it was 
no fault of mine tBat the communication was not read, or that 
you did not know its authorand its contents* 

I hope, my dear sir, that you will use your influence to have 
' justice done. And in order to act intelligently in the matter, 
please read carefully my communication of March 2. All I 
ask is a simple vote of rescission. If any action is taken cast- 
ing the least slur on my moral character, even by implication, I 
shall regard it as a new outrage upon my just rights ; for I am 
not a member of the Association, neither do I ask for mem- 
bership. In your action in the premises, I trust that you will 
do as you would be done by in similar circumstances. 1 ou are 
now the pastor of Park Street Church, standing high in the 
affection and confidence of the public And I rejoice that it ia 
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80. But unexpected changes oflen happen. The time maj 
come when you will feel your need of the sympathy and assis- 
tance of your ministerial brethren. ''You have been bom; 
but you are not yet buried." 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Faibchild. 

Mr. Stone's reply. 

• Boston, July 18, 1854. 
Rey. J. H. JB'aibchild : — 

My dear Sir, — Yours of yesterday is receii^ed. I am sorry 
to say that the communication addressed to the Suffolk South 
Association which was last sent, did not reach them on Tuesday. 
I took the trouble to go over to East Boston on Monday to "Mr, 
Clark's, who had the record-book, to ask him to tdce charge of 
the book and the commumccUiony and convey them to the place 
of meeting. He was not in, and I left my request with his 
wife. Tuesday afternoon I received a note from him, saying 
that he could not go, I regret that there should be any delay 
in the transmission of what you sent to me, and I felt desirous 
to explain how it had again occurred. I have not learned the 
fate -of the ^r«r conununication yet, — but will communicate 
with you as soon as I see the record. 

Very truly yours, 

A. L. Stone. 

The same day on which my last letter was sent to 
Mr. Stone, I left a note at the door of Dr. Edward 
Beecher, which I will here insert 

South Boston, Jnly 10, 1854. 
To Rev. E. Beecher, D. D. : — 

Sir, — Early in March I left with the scribe of Suffolk South 
Association, a communication to be laid before that body. Two 
meetings have since been held ; but I am not aware that the 
Association has taken any notice of that communication. As 
another meeting is to take place to-morrow, I now write to in- 
form you that last Saturday I forwarded to the scribe another 
communication. As you are especially interested in that com- 
munication, common courtesy seems to require me to state to 
you that fact I have made my last appeal to the Association. 
When they hear from me again, it will be in some other form. 

You must excuse me for expressing to you at this time my 
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atter amasement at the course which jou have seen fit to adopt 
in relation to mj affiurs. I hare no time to go into detail. But 
I ask yon carefully to review jour conduct towards me, begin- 
ning with the Exeter CJouncil. Think of what you then said 
and did, pot only in the presence of the council when in session, 
but during their recesses and adjournments. Think of the un- 
kind and untrue statements whidi you have made about me be- 
fore the Association and on other occasions. And above all 
please review the declarative vote which you and Mr. Thomp- 
son recommended to the Association, and caused to be placed 
upon your records. How could you, as an honest man, put 
your name to a report so unjust to me, and so inconsistent with 
the truth ? When I read that report to a friend of yours, and 
to whose tongue and pen you have been somewhat indebted in 
former times, he remarked with a good deal of* emphasis, '^That 
is adding insult to injury.** In your zeal for the oppressed 
skve, you seem not to be aware that there is any other oppres- 
sion but slavery, — and least of all, that you yourself may be 
the oppressor. But let the Association, or any one of its mem- 
bers treat you, whether for your real or supposed delinquencies, 
as you have treated me, and you would soon be heard defend- 
mg yourself with as much power and eloquence as you now de- 
fend the poor slave. 

But I did not intend to write half so much when I took up 
my pen. I wish simply to say to you that it is now in your 
power to put an end to all sUife between me and the Associa- 
tion. In my last communication I pointed out the way in which 
it can easily be done. If you can suggest a better way, so be 
it Only let it be done. I do hope that I shall have no further 
occasion to move in this matter, but that you will take the 
ground at onoe that the Association must do me a simple act of 
justice by making their records conform to the truth. This is 
all I ask. But if you choose to have it otherwise, then you 
must meet the responsibility before Grod and man. For I am 
in earnest when I say that matters will not always rest as they 
now are. Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Dr. Beecher's reply. 

Boston, July 18, 1854. 
Bby. J. H. Faibchild! — 

Dear Sir, — In reply to your note, I would inform you that 
I attended the meetmg of the Suffolk South Association, but did 
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not find the commamcation to which joa refer as your last I 
have not seen the person who had charge of it, and do not 
know why he was absent A committee, however, was ap- 
pointed to receive it and jour preceding communication, and to 
call, if expedient, a special meeting of the Association. Of 
their action, and of that of the Association, you will be notified 
as soon as thej come to a decision. 

I am yours respectfully, 

E. Beecher. 

I was very glad to receive snch notes firom Messrs. 
Stone and Beecher, as they seemed to indicate the near 
approach of that day which would terminate my 
troubles with the Association. I anticipated that very 
soon I should see a notice calling a special meeting of 
the Association. But several weeks having passed 
away, and no such notico given, I concluded that those 
notes were written without any previous consultation 
with Dr. Adams, and that he had since been consulted, 
and "had put them all aback," as he did Mr. Kirk. 
Bemaining quiet till October, I then sent the subjoined 
note to Mr. Stone. 

South Boston, Oct^bev S, 1854. 
To Rev. A. L. Stone : — 

My dear Sir, — In your note of July 12th, in reply to mine 
of the preceding day, you inform me that you were not able to 
attend the last meeting of the Association, and did not know 
the fate of my communication of March 2d, 1854. But you 
dose your note in these words : *^ I will communicate with you 
as soon as I see the record.^ It is now nearly three months 
since you gave me this assurance. Presuming that you must 
have seen the record ere this time, I can account for this delay 
only on the ground of forgetfulness. I send you this note to 
** stir up your pure mind by way of rememhrance," and to re- 
quest you to communicate with me at your earliest oonventence. 
Bespectfully yours, 
« J..H. Faibchild. 

The next day Mr. Stone replied as follows : — 

33 
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BOBTOV, October S, 1854. 
BbV. J. H. ^AIBCHILD : — 

My dear Sir, — I have been out of town, and out of the 
State for several weeks, and had forgotten your request The 
matter is not yet quite complete. Both communications of 
yours are in the bauds of a committee, who are preparing a 
minute, I believe, which will probably be communicate! to you 
in a short time. 

My impression is, though I speak without knowledge, that 
the former record^ of which you complain, will be modified or 
erased. Tours truly, 

A. L. Stone. 

On the same day that I addressed the above note to 
Mr. Stone, I sent tiie following note to Dr. Beecher: — 

SoiTTH Boston, October 2, 1854. 
Rev. E. Beecher, D.D.: — 

My dear Sir, — Your note of July 12th, in reply to mine of 
July 11th, was duly received, in which you notify me that you 
attended the meeting of the Association holden on the preced- 
ing day, and that the person who had charge of my communi- 
cation, was not present But you say that a committee was 
appointed to receive them, and to caU, if expedient, a special 
meeting of the Association. And you add, "of their a«Mion 
and of that of the Association you will be notified as soon ss 
they come to a decision." Presuming that they have by this 
time come to a decision, I hereby request you to give me the 
promised .notice^ and also the names of Uie gentlemen who 
composed the committee. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Faibc6ild. 

To this note Dr» Beecher made no reply. It seems 
ihat before the next meeting of the Association they 
had appointed a new scribe, — the Rev. T. Laurie of 
West Roxbury. The next note which I received was 
from him:-^ 

WasT BoxBxniT, Kovember 10, 1854. 
Rev. J. H. FaibohUiD : -^ • 

^ Dear Sir, — At the meeting of the Suffolk South Associa- 
tion held at BrooUine on the 7th instant, it was voted that» 
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owing to the absence of the volume containing the records re- 
ferred to in jour recent letters, action on your request be 
deferred till the next meeting, and the scribe was requested to 
communicate to you this action of the Association. I regret 
the delay, but as neither that volume nor your letters were 
present, it could not be avoided. 

Yours truly, T. Laubib, 

Scribe of the Suffolk South Association. 

If Mi, Stone, the former scribe, had written this 
note, there would have been no call for a reply. But 
after considerable reflection, I concluded to write to 
Mr. Laurie. And on the 6th of December I wrote him 
a long letter. I did not address him as scribe, but sim- 
ply in his individual and private capacity. As he was 
a new member and a new scribe, my object was to 
make him acquainted with the present state of my 
affairs in the Association, so that Dr. Adams might not 
take advantage of his inexperience, and involve him in 
such serious difficulty as he had Mr. Alvord. As there 
is nothing in the letter of special interest to the reader, 
and no reason occurs why it should be published, I will 
not insert it. 

The next day after the Association met in January, I 
received from the scribe the following communica- 
tion : — 

Wbbt Roxbubt, Jannary 3, 1855. 
Bev. J. H. FAiRcmLD : — 

Dear Sir, — As scribe of the Suffolk South Association, it 
becomes my duty to communicate to you the following extract 
from the minutes of the meeting of yesterday, namely : — 

"The scribe reported that he had attempted to obtain the 
volume of records which contain the action of the Association 
in the case of Mr. Fairchild, but without success ; whereupon 
it was 

** Resolved, That in view of the absence of these record?*, as 
also of the committee having this subject in charge, final action 
in this case be deferred. 
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"^ Ruohed^ That the scribe be directed to make farther efforts 
to obtaia said records. It was also 

^ VoUdj That the scribe be requested to communicate to Mr. 
Fairchild the action of the Associstion in his case at the pres- 
ent meeting, and to state what efforts have been made to obtaia 
the missing records." 

The scribe then goes on to state these efforts, and 
mentions that at the close of the meeting he fomid the 
records on the entr^ table among the hats, having been 
sent there by my junior coonseli in whose possession 
they were foond. 

Mr. Laurie closes his communication as follows : — 

Yoa will perceive that I write under instructions from the 
Association ; and as I do not feel at liberty to go beyond them, 
I must decline answering the inquiries in your letter of the 
fifth which came duly to hand. 

It is with very great reluctance that I have any thing at all 
to do with the matter. I consent to write this only as a part 
of my duty as scribe of the Association, and wish to have no 
further connection with the affiur than is thus rendered una- 
voidable. Respectfully yours, 

T. Laurie, 
Scribe of Suffolk South Association. 

In this letter Mr. Laurie declines answering certain 
inquiries in my letter of December 5th. I was not con- 
scious of having made any inquiries in that letter ; and 
after a careful perusal of the copy which I had retained, 
I could not find the least shadow of any inquiry what- 
ever, which should put him so carefully on guard, lest 
*he should transcend the instructions of the Association. 
On the 9th day of January I called on Mr. Laurie at 
his house, to ask him to be kind enough to explain 
what he meant by those inquiries which I had put to 
him. I called in a neighborly manner, and expected 
from him a neighborly answer. But I choose not to 
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narrate here the particulars of my interview with him. 
Unless duty should hereafter require their publication, 
I will content myself with quoting one single sentence 
from a letter which I wrote him a few days after, 
though I have on record a careful narrative of what 
took place on that occasion : — - 

When I called at your hoase last Tuesday, I addressed you, 
then an entire stranger to me, with whatever decorum and 
courtesy I could command ; but the tetum from you was abrupt 
incivility and rude neglect, such as I have seldom known in my 
intercourse, for more than half a century, with any who made 
the least pretensions to goodbreeding, and such as I hope, for 
your sake, I shall never have occasion to publish to the world. 

When Mr. Alvord was scribe, he acted under instruc- 
tions, or rather, as he expressed it, under '' restrictions" 
from the Association. But when he was put on oath, 
and the question was pressed home upon him, he con- 
fessed that the restrictions were laid on him by Mr. 
Adams, — that Mr. Adams thought he was doing his 
duty in not giving up the records, and that ^ his refusing 
to testify would be a defence to himP Yes, there was 
Mr. Alvord testifying under oath that he did not know 
absolutely that Dr. Adams was a member of the Asso- 
ciation, and that he could not give up the records, or 
even acknowledge his own handwriting, or that he him- 
self was scribe of the Association, without exposing 
himself to a criminal prosecution ! And doing all this 
under the. instructions or restrictions of Dr. Adams! 
But I am told by Mr. Alvord's friends that he has since 
expressed his regret that he did not act on his own con- 
victions of duty, and answer the questions put to him 
without equivocation or reserve. I am glad to hear of 
this confession from him. But the disgrace will adhere 
to him, wherever the case is known, as long as he lives. 
If Mr. Laurie had only known in what a sad ptedica- 
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ment Mr. Alvord was brought by obeying the instruc- 
tions of Dr. Adams, he would, I doubt not, have taken 
a very different course. He is, however, in the way of 
learning, if he has not already learnt, that it will be 
much wiser and safer for him to follow the instructions 
of the Bible and his own consciencci than those of Dr. 
Adams. 



CHAPTER XXXI. 

Thb following communication was received firom the 
scribe the day after its date : — - 

WxBT RoxBUST, March 7, 1855. 
Eev. J. H. Faibchild : — 

Dear Sir, — At the meeting of the Suffolk Sooth Associsr 
tion yesterday, the following votes were passed, namely : — 

Jiesohedj That all votes upon our records in regard to Mr. 
Jcj H. Fairchild's character and exclusion from this body be, 
and the same hereby are, rescinded. 

Ruohed^ That in view pf ^ the history of his case, in the 
opinion of this body, it is nevertheless inexpedient that his con- 
nection with this Association should be continued, and the same 
is hereby terminated. 

Setolvedj That the scribe be directed to furnish a copy of the 
above resolutions to Mr. Fairchild. 

A true copy, — Attest, T. Laurie, Scribe. 

The next day I addicssed to the scribe the subjoined 

note: — 

South Boston, March 8, 1855. 

To ^e Bey. T. Laurie, Scribe of Suffolk Sonth Association :— 

Dear Sir, — Your letter of yesterday has just come to hand. 
And I send you this note to request you, eu scribe of Suffolk 
South A$soei€iiionf tq name to me the gentlemen who composed 
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the committee appointed by the Association at their meeting 
last July, to receive mj communications and report thereon, 
agreeably to the notice given me by Dr. Edward Beecher in 
his note, dated July 12, 1854, and repeated in a note to me 
dated the Sd day of hut October by Rev. A. L. Stone, your 
former scribe. I wish also to know the names of those who 
voted for the Resolves at your meeting on Tuesday last, and 
whether my communications of March 2, and July 8, 1854, ad- 
dressed to the Suffolk South Association, were ever, to your 
knowledge, read to that body. 
Please reply at your earliest convenience, and oblige 
Yours truly, 

J. H. Faibchild. 

After waiting about three weeks, and hearing nothing 
from the scribe, I called on bim at his house the 4th day 
of April. And I take pleasure in stating that his deport- 
ment on this occasion was becoming a Christian gen- 
tleman. He acknowledged the receipt of my note, but 
had sent me no reply. I told him that I had come to 
look at the records, in order to obtain the information 
which I had requested him as scribe, to communicate to 
me, in my note of March 8. But I could not prevail on 
him to grant my request, though I asked nothing but 
my just right. He said that he was acting under instruct 
tions from the Association, and could not depart from 
them. And so I was obliged to return, as ignorant as I 
went, in relation to all the matters about which I sought 
to be informed. The following letter, addressed to the 
Association, I sent to the scribe : — 

South Bobtoxt, Hay 7, 1855. 
To THE Suffolk South Association: — 

In a former communication to your reverend body, I declared 
my pnrpose to make thereafter no daim hjpentmal application, 
that you rescind your false and injurious vote of January 7, 
1845. After its retention for so many years on your records, 
— after so full. an exposure of its falseness, and aiter so many 
ineffectual endeavors to obtain from you an act of justice so 
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manifesUj due, it did not seem becoming to me to caU apon yon 
again in any waj that would find jou insensible either to the 
source or the merit of the call. 

The event, I need not say, has justified the expectation that 
a forewarning of danger would avail more than the just sensi- 
bilities of honor and conscience. I have accordingly received 
from jovLT scribe a note, aooompanied by the two following Be- 
sdves, the second of which is the occasion of these presents : — 

**^ Betohed, That all votes upon our records in r^ard to Mr. 
Joy H. Fairchild*s character and exclusion from this body be^ 
and the same hereby txref rescinded. 

** Ruohed^ That in view of all the history of his case, in the 
opinion of this body, it is nevertheless inexpedient that his con- 
nection with this Association should be continued, and the same 
is hereby terminated." 

The following statement of facts and principles will illustrate 
the character of the foregoing resolves, and with it the moral 
genius of the chief agents in those very remarkable transao- 



1. The false record was made January 7, 1845, and the Be- 
Bolve which rescinded that record was adopted March 7, 1855. 

2. The recorded vote of January 7, 1845, dedared me to be 
no longer a member of the Association. 

8. Durii:^ those ten years I never met with the Association 
as a member, — never considered myself as a member, — was 
never considered as a member by the Association ; but i^as 
always considered both by myself and them, as not being a 
member. 

4. So far from being a member, — being treated as a mem- 
ber, — or having any privilege as a member, I was not even al- 
lowed to examine the records of the Association, but to the 
last they have been studiously, artfully, and sometimes by pre- 
varication, kept from my sight and knowledge, so that I could 
not learn by inspection, or by information from the scribe, what 
they contained in relation to myself, and to the dearest interests 
I had this side the grave. 

5. When in 1849, 1 learned for the first time the vote and 
record of January 7, 1845, and claimed that the fiilse record be 
expunged, I was not allowed the favor, though I earnestly im- 
portuned it, of being present during the proceedings in regard 
to said daim ; nor were the chief recorded doings respecting it 
ever made known to me by authority or permission of the As- 
sociation, but were carefully kept from my knowledge. 

6. For years I have been a member of another ministerial 
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body, — The Suffolk Central Fraternity, — comprehending in 
its plan, all the objects for which the Suffolk South Association 
was formed, and having all the inherent rights, powers, and 
privileges which the Suffolk South Association is competent to 
have and use with fidelity to the fundamental and constitutional 
principles of Congregationalism, which deny to ministerial asso- 
daUons all right of jurisdiction, authority of discipline, and 
power of censure, strictly confining such right, authority, and 
power to churches only, in all cases whatsoever. 

7. No person ever becomes or can become a member of a 
ministerial association, except voluntarily, and by his own con- 
sent made known to it by himself. 

8. From January 7, 1845, (when my membership in the Suf- 
folk South Association ceased, and by its vote and record was 
declared to have ended,) down to the passage of the Resolve of 
March 7, 1855, which declares my membership to be then in 
continuance, and to terminate then by force of that Resohe, I had 
never in any way consented to the renewal of my extinguished 
membership. 

9. No member of a ministerial association is under any civil, 
ecclesiastical, or moral obligation to remain a member of it 
against his own will. His consent to stlty in it, expressed or 
implied, is as necessary as his consent to enter it. In either 
case his own good pleasure is a perfect law ; and is all the law 
he knows, or can know of in regard to it If he can be tied for 
a day he can be tied for life. He enters it on no condition of 
remaining in it beyond his own discretion. Were he to assume 
or consent to any other condition, it would be void from the be- 
ginning. It might conflict with duties of his profession, or with 
other duties, of whose claims he is the sole judge on earth. Ev- 
idently his own discretion is as competent in leaving, as in join- 
ing. He cannot be required even to declare his reasons for 
leaving. It may be that the stronger his reasons .are for ter- 
minating his membership, the greater is the wisdom of keep- ' 
ing them to himself. In every way the liberty and the respon- 
sibility are all his own ; and to infringe on them is arrogance 
and usurpation. 

10. As the vote of January 7, 1845, which terminated my 
membership, was professedly based on a preamble that was 
false, so the rescinding of sud preamble and its dependent vote 
would, with my consent, restore my membership by a natural 
and just effect, — that vote being, in such case, the only evidence 
of non-memb^hip. But no such effect could take place against 
my express dissenij -— such declared dissent being, of itself, plen- 
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ary evidence of non^membershipj it being the right of evezj 
member of a ministerial association to dissolve his connection 
with it at his own pleasure, and notice thereof, either expressed 
or implied, being the only way hj which he can dissolve it 

11. So fiur from claiming to retain my membership, and to 
hold it in continuance during the ten years in which the Asso* 
ciation had by vote, record, and other ways, declared menoia 
men^er^ and so far from consenHng^ in any way, to renew or 
acknowledge a membership which had so long ceased, I had ex- 
pressly, and in writing, assured you, that I neither was nor 
wiehed to be a member of your body. Having had much 
and long experience of your stealth fuid indirection ; having 
felt so often the inconvenience of your proclivity to annoy me 
by such covert and oblique ways as came short of legal respon« 
sibility ; and not doubting of your future craft and double-deal- 
ing, if you could eonicientiausfy invent a way that would shield 
you from a legal process, I was the more careful to cut you oft 
from all pretext for shuffling, by the explicit declaration of my 
non -membership, by assuring you of my indisposition to renew 
it, and by a direct request that in rescinding vour ten years' 
fiedsehoods, you would refrain from a mere discharge of bile on 
one whom you had already injured beyond your power of rep- 
aration* 

1^ My entire request and claim were fully answered and 
complied with by thejirst of the two Besolves of March 7, 1855, 
as that one Resolve, and that alone, completely rescinded the rec- 
ord complained of, — a record which was made by those who 
never were ignorant of the facts it denied and suppressed, and 
which having been pertinaciouslv kept and obstinately defended 
for more than ten years, was at last rescinded with no new light 
whatever, except that of public indignation, to convince them 
of its inexcusable falseness. 

13. Comparing the record of January 7, 1845, with the 
second Besolve of March 7, 1855, and thus ascertaining their sep- 
arate and joint import and mutual opposition, it appears that my 
membership in the Association both ceased and did not cease in 
1845, — that for ten years it had no existence, and yet existed 
all that while, — that I was, at one and the same time, a mem- 
ber and not a member, — that membership continued ten years 
afler it ended, — that it was terminated by each of two acts, one 
of which was done ten years afler the other, — and what was 
fully done January 7, 1845, was not done at all till March 7, 
1855. Will it not require more than a " conflict of ages " to 
reconcile such contrtidictions, and make them square with com- 
mon sense and coruiiioii honesty I 
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Such then are the essential fitcta and principles which illtis- 
trate the character of the two Resolves of March 7, 1855. Do 
thej not exhibit a fit end of a false beginning, and shed a clear 
light on the histoiy of intermediate years ? Can the conclusion 
be escaped that, however great was the wrong of making the 
false record, and of nursing it with fond and jealous care through 
all that stretch of time, it is exceeded bj the meanness of the 
joint Resolves which rescinded the inveterate record, and jet 
contrived to perpetuate its malignity? If in so saying, I have 
used strong language, have I not spoken in well-measured 
words ? Do not facts justify and require at least all that I have 
said ? Can charity itself say that the inventors of such Re- 
solves knew not what they were about? Their studied con- 
trivance is only the more seen, the closer they are examined 
separately, and compared together. As iYi^ first of those Re- 
solves fully rescinded the false record, and thus answered my 
entire claim, — as my membership had terminated by the re- 
corded vote of the Association, ten years before, — as such had 
been and continued to be the understanding, declaration, and 
treatment of the fact by all concerned, neither party deeming or 
suspecting that my membership remained in continuance, — ad 
a declared consent is always prerequisite to membership, and no 
such consent had been given, — as instead of expressing or in- 
timating a willingness to renew the long dissolved connection, I 
had expressly assured the Association that I neither was nor 
wished to be a member of it, — as therefore, the second Resolve 
which declared my membership to be thereby terminated, could 
be of no practical or even theoretical advantage, or have any 
tendency whatever to any true and proper object of the Associa- 
tion, — and as the said second Resolve was not only wholly inop- 
erative and nugatory, but must have been well known to the As- 
sociation to be only superfluous, impotent, and void in respect of 
what it pretended to be and to do, does it not follow by inevi- 
table inference, that no honorable motive could have prompted 
the invention of so shallow a device ? Is it not evident, that in- 
stead of being a stupid blunder of doctors in divinity, it was a 
hopeful trick to preserve to the last at least a seeming consis- 
tency in folly and wrong, if under cover of it they might con- 
ceal their own mortified pride, and gratify a morbid appetite to 
do me harm ? 

Had the first of your two Resolves of liarch last, eompkUd 
your doing in re^ird to me, such unwonted discretion would 
have spared me the necessity of rebuking the meanness and 
cowardice which your second Resolve betrays in the whole per- 



896 KKMARKABLK IKCID8NT8 IN THE 

formance. What though in the first Besolve you prefix a 
simple Mr, to my name, and thus deny me an official title 
which best becomes him who claims it least, I might well have 
overlooked the hannless fling, and smiled at the spent arrow, 
flung in your Parthian flight But when I came to your sec- 
ond Besolve, and saw not only what it was in itself, but the 
mutual relations and bearings of both, I could not fail to see 
that in your reluctant retreat from apprehended danger, you 
still cherished the hope of doing in ambush, what you never 
had courage to do in an open field and by manly strength. 
When, therefore, I discovered that while holding out the calu- 
met of peace, you were yet poisoning arrows in your lurking- 
places, I did not deem it wise either to myself or the public to 
leave you to your haunts unmolested. 

I had heard and read of the skulking stealth of savage war- 
fare, and of the implacable spirit of aboriginal hate ; but I had 
not thought to see in this chosen place of civilization and 
blessed heritage of Christian light, a persecution at once so 
mean, vindictive, and relentless, carried on, in wily ambush, by 
titled ministers of the gospel of grace. The necessity of ex- 
posing it, like that of enduring it, is no choice of mine. From 
my discovery in 1849, of your fedse record of 1845, onward to 
your Resolves of 1855, your aggressions have compelled me to 
a defence which, of itself, is any thing but a pleasure. It is, 
however, some relief to be able io say, in behalf of religion 
and humanity, what many will be glad to kno^ that even in 
the Suffolk South Association there are ministers who never 
could consent to lead in so ignoble an enterprise, but who have 
wanted resolution to resist what in heart they abhorred. It is 
only another instance of what oftep happens in combinations of 
men, that the arrogant assume the responsibility of bad meas- 
ures, and the diffident help their accomplishment as if they had 
no obligations of their own. There always have been, and 
there always will be, '^ masters oi assemblies.'' The habit of 
submission becomes the strength of tyranny. Ten years have 
witnessed this unworthy truth in your own experience. If at 
the outset the followers had had half the boldness of their 
leaders, it would have saved the Association the disgrace of 
abortive meanness, the chagrin of exposed insincerity, and that 
public contempt which finds no relief in the consciousness of 
self-respect The dignity of your office, and the titles given to 
adorn it, do but render more conspicuous the dishonor by which 
they are contrasted. Had your profession been that of jockeys, 
instead of the gospel ministry, and your celebrity that of wan- 
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dering sharpen, instead of doctors in diTiniQr, what more deci- 
sive proof could you have given of a lurch for small cunning 
and petty overreaching ? 

But whatever I may have hitherto had at your hands to 
complain of, I see much in your two Besolves of March last to 
be thankful for, though not to you. Though both were devised 
with the same meanness of spirit, and each was intended to aid 
the other in mischief, I should be especially grateful for that 
which was evidently expected to annoy me most* It is not in 
my heart to ask you to rescind that second Resolve, the cul- 
mination of ten years folly and shame. Let it abide on your 
records to the end of time. Let it remain closely associated 
with the first, that each may illustrate the other, and both to- 
gether the moral genius of dieir inventors. Suffer no hand to 
obliterate any part of that epitome of a ten years' history. 
, Let it not, like the doings of which it is the rival and the mirror, 
be hid in the privacy of a sealed book. Let no ftUure scribe 
dread the frown of his masters for revealing its secret history, 
or giving a transcript of its expressive lines. Open wide the 
volume in which such oracles are written, and display to every 
new-made member and every casual guest, that memorial and 
interpreter of transactions which find no rival in the annals of 
clerical renown. I subscribe myself 

Yours, J. H. Faibchild. 

Should ajiy one of my readers think that I have, in 
the foregoing letter, given utterance to my indignant 
feelings in terms stronger and more vehement than the 
occasion calls for, I would request him to consider the 
facts and circumstances which called it forth. In my 
communications of March and July, 1854, 1 had given 
the Association distinctly to understand that a suit at 
law might soon be commenced, unless th^y removed 
that false record from their books. I also told them 
most explicitly that if, in rescinding, they cast any slur 
on me even by implication, I should deem it a frecth 
outrage on my just rights. And what have they done ? 
The preceding letter answers the question. In their 
first Resolve they confess their wrong doing; but their 
second clearly shows that the confession was made by 
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constraint and without sincerity. By the one they es- 
cape the lash of the law ; by the other they show a 
determination that no benefit shall accnie to me by the 
rescission of their libellous record. And who the indi- 
viduals were that performed this deed of petty malice I 
am not permitted to know, though I requested the 
scribe to inform me, or allow me to inform myself, by 
examining the records. It might have been done solely 
by the committee, with Dr. Adams as their leader, who 
went to Exeter, and labored so incessantly and so un- 
fairly to procure my deposition from the ministry, and 
who made their records falsely assert that I was de- 
posed. Indeed, I have no knowledge that this last 
outrage was perpetrated by any specific members of the 
Association, or that any of them except that unknown 
committee of whose appointment Dr. Beecher assured 
me in his note of July 12, 1854, ever read my commu- 
nications addressed to eUl the members, or heard them 
read. And yet the foregoing Resolves came to me as 
the official act of the Suffolk South Association, by 
which the jr completely estop me from all legal redress 
by complying with my request to rescind, and yet stig- 
matize and maltreat me to the last! I cannot here 
refrain from exclaiming with the prophet, " Tell it not 
in Gath, — publish it not in the streets of Askelon ! " 
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CHAPTER XXXII. 

In this chapter I am going to address my ministerial 
brethren. To those of you who have openly and fear- 
lessly stood by me and sustained me in my trials, I feel 
under obligations of gratitude which I should in vain 
attempt to express. To those of you, especially, who 
have recognized me as a clergyman and a pastor in 
regular standing by exchanging pulpits with me, and 
my church as a regular church, by recommending your 
members to us, as more than twenty of you have 
done, — and to those clergymen of different denomina- 
tions who have invited me into their pulpits, and have 
preached in mine, and by this act have expressed their 
confidence and sympathy, by which I felt greatly 
strengthened and encouraged in my trying position, — 
to all such my warmest thanks are due. But no one 
of them has laid me under greater obligations of grati- 
tude than the late venerable and justly venerated Dr. 
Woods. When I think of that great and good man, 
and the truly Christian manner in which he treated 
me, — when I think how firmly and yet mildly, he met 
the opposition of Dr. Adams to his aiding in my instal- 
lation, — how he resolved to do his duty to an injured 
and persecuted brother, — when I think of this, I say, 
my bosom swells with emotions of gratitude too intense 
for human language to utter. I am not ungrateful io^ 
nor unmindful ofj those other clergymen who took part 
in the services on that occasion ; but probably none of 
them met opposition from so fearful a source and so 
difficult to withstand as did Dr. Woods. Venerable 
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man ! His memory will ever be most precious to my 
heart He was truly a friend indeed, because he was a 
friend in need. He has told me, in private, what power- 
ful influences were used to prevent him fix>m preaching 
on that occasion. When he was visited at Andover 
by Rev. Dr. Blagden, who came, as he told him, at the 
request of Dr. Adams and some of the other pastors in 
Boston, to dissuade him from attending my installation, 
he said to me that he heard Dr. Blagden urge all the 
objections which Dr. Adams and others had made to 
his assisting in my installation, (though Dr. Woods 
made this remark, — ^ Dr. Blagden assured me that he 
had no unkind feelings towards Mr. Fairchild,") — after 
listening to these objections Dr. Woods said to Dr. 
Blagden, that in consequence of the opposition which 
some of his brethren had manifested to his taking part 
in installing me, he had been led to make it the subject 
of special prayer, and that the more* he prayed the 
more he was satisfied that it was his duty to preach on 
the occasion. Who can blame me, after all this, for 
thus expressing my feelings of veneration and attach- 
ment to that man of God? 

I have now something to say to the majority of the 
council who sat on my case at Exeter. Your result has 
been before the world for nearly eleven, years; and I 
have never known but one construction put upon it out 
of your own body and the Suffolk South Association. 
You suspended me from my office till I should do a cer- 
tain act prescribed in your result, — and till that act was 
done, you said you could not longer reckon me among 
the ministers of Christ What was the irresistible, — 
the unavoidable conclusion from these premises? Why, 
certainly, that when that act was done, I was restored 
to the functions of my office; and restored without 
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any farther action on your part, and that your future 
treatment of me should be in accordance with it. You 
suspended your final action on the verdict of a jury ; 
and this you did for the best of all reasons, — your ao* 
knowledged incompetency to compel the attendance of 
witnesses and the utterance of all the truth. You then 
dissolved, and became defunct. You did not adjourn 
to meet at some future day on the call of the moderator 
or scribe. But like all other ecclesiastical councils of 
our order, ^ you died in giving birth to a live result" 
And you must, I think, clearly see, if you will read 
what I have written, that there was no power existing 
in me, or in the church at Exeter, or anywhere else, to 
raise you to life again* Do you say that your result 
was uncongregational ; — that I ought not to have been 
restored on the verdict of the jury, without further 
action by the council ? I will not stop here to argue 
this point. Even admitting that your result was uncon- 
gregational, who ought to suffer therefrom, you or my-* 
self? I acted in good faith, and expected that you 
would do the same. Have you done so ? In answer 
to this inquiry, I will here quote a single paragraph 
from a communication which appeared in one of our 
city papers a few years ago, written, as I was informed 
at the time, by a clergyman of another denomination. 

Where, we would inquire, — where is the majority of that 
council which virtually assured him that if he would go to the 
civil court, and there obtain an acquittal, he should be restored to 
their favor and confidence ? Has any one of that majority been 
near him to offer him sympathy and an exchange of pulpits ? It 
is a fact of common notoriety that nothing of this kind has been 
done, but just the contrary. Now, there is only one principle 
on which we can explain such conduct: The priesthood in all 
ages, have offered sacrifices; and, as they cannot now offer 
goats and bullocks, they have chosen to sacrifice one. of their 
own number, and thus make a remarkable display of their im- 
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maculate purity &M uncommon piety ! Surely, tbe Lord will 
remember them in the great day of account. 

I do not fully accord with the writer in the vicwB 
here expressed. I am too well acquainted with mo^t 
of you to admit the correctness of all these remarka^ 
without considerable modification. But the firat half 
of it is literally true. Not one of you has said or done 
any thing which even looks like a redemption of youi 
pledge. So far as I know, you have never uttered a 
single word, or done a single act by which you meant 
to do what you said you would do in your result. 
I would inquire particularly of Dr. Dana and Dr. Dim- 
mick, the moderator and scribe of the council, whether 
they have done what they solemnly and publicly pledged 
themselves to do in case of my acquittal by the civil 
court? Have they '^hasted with unutterable joy to 
reverse their present decision, and reckon me again 
among the faithful ministers of Christ?" Have they 
attempted to fulfil this pledge ? Or if they made it 
hastily and without authority, have they told the world 
so? True, Dr. Dana has published that Dr. Dim- 
mick said, in his name, what he did not authorize him 
to say. And what has Dr. Dimmick done who put forth 
this charitable assurance? He has treated me ever 
since, just as he would have done, if the jury had 
brought in a verdict of guilty. 

I would here say that I have reason to believe that 
Dr. Dana and Dr. Emerson of Salem, as they have no 
pastoral charge, would have preached for me ere this, 
had it not been for the influence of Dr. Adams ; for I 
am told by those who have better means of knowing 
than I have, that they very much regret that I should 
have been so pursued since my acquittal by the jury, 
and especially since my installation. 
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Dr. Storrs will excuse me for saying here that I did 
expect different treatment from him. From the stand 
which he took in my favor in the secret session of the 
council, as I have been assured by those who heard him, 
and the disappointment of the minority, that his vote 
was not with theirs for acquittal, and from his kind let- 
ter to me which is contained in a preceding chapter, 
and especially from the fact that he was a member of 
the ^council which installed me in this place in 1827, 
and preached the sermon on that occasion, and then 
virtually pledged himself to stand by and defend me 
from all vile attacks on my reputation, until I should be 
proved guilty of some crime which would disqualify me 
for the sacred office, and from the fact of his well-estab- 
lished character as a firm, ardent, able, and generally 
successful defender of his -brethren when on trial for 
alleged misdemeanors, — for these reasons, I say, i did 
expect that Dr. Storrs, after expressing hia readiness to 
sacrifice the last cent of his property and the last frag- 
ment of his reputation in defence of a deserving brother, 
such as he bad always deemed me to be, he would be 
among the first to take me by the hand and bid me 
God-speed in my future efforts for Zion's welfare. I 
feel grieved at this. But I do not complain. I have 
no wish to reproach him. All the above-named gentle- 
men, — Drs. Dana, Emerson, Storrs, and Dimmick, — 
are good men, and men that fear God. They stand 
deservedly high in the esteem and confidence of the 
Christian public. But though honest and upright, they 
are men, and fallible men. And I know^ as multitudes 
believCj that they have erred in this matter. And if 
they could only look at it as uncommitted, disinterested 
men, they would doubtless see their mistake as clearfy 
as others do, and be ready, at once, to do all in their 
power to rectify it. 
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I would ask those of my biethren in the ministry, 
both old and young, who have hitherto stood aloof from 
me and regarded me as ^ a wolf in sheep's clothing," 
what have I done to deserve such trealment at your 
hands ? Why, you say that I paid hush-money. So I 
did; and I explained to you the reason in my first 
chapter. I paid it on the same principle that the peace- 
ful traveller would deliver up his purse rather than his 
Ufe to the highwayman. And who could have a heart 
to cast reproach on any man for giving up his money to 
save himself S^ym the fatal contents of a pistol pointed 
at his breast ? 

I know that some good people have asked the ques- 
tion, whether it would not have been much better to 
have trusted in Divine Providence for safety than in the 
payment of hush-money ? I know and confess that my 
faith is not what it should be ; and I have frequent oc- 
casion to lament its weakness. But did not Paul have 
strong faith and unwavering confidence in Divine Provi« 
dence ? Yet, on one occasion, when his enemies were 
lying in wait to kill him, he consented that his Mends 
should let him down by the wall in a basket, that he 
might escape the threatened danger. 

But mine is not the only instance of the payment of 
hush-money by a clergyman, when unjustly accused, in 
order to prevent a threatened scandal. Many of my 
readers doubtless recollect, that some twenty years ago, 
the Rev. Dr. Phillips of New York, one of the most 
respectable clergymen in that city, was accused of a 
similar crime, and who actually paid hush-money more 
than once, on the same principle that governed me. 
But he afterwards voluntarily submitted his case, as 1 
did mine, to the decision of a legal tribunal, and he was 
triumphantly acquitted by the jury, as every reader 
knows was the case with me. Now suppose that his 
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brethren in New York had treated him as many of my 
brethren in Boston have treated me. Suppose that Dr* 
Spring, at the head of the Presbytery there, had taken 
the same stand against him as Dr. Adams, at the head 
of the Association, has taken against me here, and con- 
tinued it for ten years; his fate might have been no 
better than my own. But did his brethren thus treat 
him ? Did they thus desert and denounce him ? Not 
one of them. They all congratulated him on his 
acquittal, and gave him then^ as they do fiotr, their un- 
wavering confidence. If they had any secret fears that 
all was not right on the part of their brother, they kept 
those fears to themselves, and were happy that the civil 
law had prevented the reproach and disgrace which 
would otherwise have rested on their profession. Was 
this owing to the fact that he was then pastor of a rich 
church in Wall street? I think not Or was it owing 
to the fact that his brethren there were naturally more 
kind and charitable than my brethren here ? Perhaps 
not. But this was it. His brethren there did not com- 
mit themselves against him by sending a committee 
from the Presbytery to consult his accuser, and listen to 
her statenients in his absence. Dr. Spring did not say 
to one, before he saw him, " There is nofone chance in 
a hundred for his escape.'* Neither did he say to another, 
soon after he did see him, '^ I saw the picture of hell in 
his countenance." Neither did one of the committee 
bring her into court leaning on his arm. They, there- 
fore, had no preconceived and precxpressed opinionSi to 
forego. They were not called on to utter the three hard- 
est words in our language to pronounce, — "I was 
mistaken." Neither had they committed themselves 
to sustain any deacons, who had promised to pay fifty 
dollars a year for ten years, in case of his conviction. 



406 BBMASKABLB INCIDBNTS IN THB 

The father and the daughter, if I have been conreotly 
informed, were the only conspirators in that aflfair. If 
my brethren had acted as wisely, and judiciously, and 
christianly, as did his, all would have been well, and 
Christ would not have been thus wounded in the house 
of his friends. 

What else have I done ? Why, it is said that I acted 
very unwisely, if not criminally, in returning to South 
Boston, or, as Dr. Adams intimates, in his remonstrance 
against my installation, that it was inexpedient for me 
to preach in Boston and vicinity, however it might be 
in places more remote. And he says expressly, that my 
'^settlement here would probably sever some of the 
cherished friendships and intimacies in which the pas- 
tors are all now so happy." But if such disastrous 
effects have followed, or duM follow my installation over 
my present church, whose fault is it ? I came not here 
to sever cherished friendships between pastors, or to 
cause divisions and heart-burnings in the churches; but 
I came because I judged it my duty to come, — because 
I had a right to come, and because wise counsellors ad- 
vised me to come. And if Dr. Adams and his friends 
had been willing to submit to the verdict of an impartial 
jury, and the consequent acquittal by the Exeter Coun- 
cil, no clerical or pastoral friendships would have been 
severed, and no divisions and alienations caused in the 
churches. Besides ; where else could I have gone with 
any. hope of usefulness or safety ? Let me have retired 
to ever so great a distance, how long should I have been 
there before another " Epaphroditus " would have been 
sent after me, as was the case at Exeter ? My enemies, 
by their anonymous communications, drove me from 
that delightful residence, where I was happily and use- 
fully settled over a large and intelligent parish. And so 
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they would have done, I feared, let me have gone even 
to Canada for a home. I came here because here I had 
friends who knew me and my enemies^ and could judge 
between us, — friends who were familiar with all the 
circumstances of the case, and on whose minds scur- 
rilous circulars and letters could have no effect Where 
should an innocent man go .to defend his reputation 
when wickedly assailed, but to the very place where 
the assault was made, — ^mong his neighbors and 
friends, who had long known and confided in him? 
Surely, if he cannot regain his reputation where he and 
his assailants are best known, it would be in vain to 
make the attempt among strangers. 

Another wicked thing that I am accused of is, com- 
mencing a suit at law against Dr. Adams. But what 
fair-minded man can say so or think so, after having 
read this book, and especially after reading what Mr. 
Clifford says in his argument touching this point? 
Every candid reader must see that I took all possible 
pains to have a simple act of justice done me without a 
resort to civil law, — that I strove to avoid its com« 
mencement, and sought through his counsel and others, 
to prevent its prosecution after it was commenced. No 
one can doubt the truth of this statement who has read 
my communications to the Association, or my letter to 
Mr. Sumner, or my correspondence with Mr. Choate. 
But Dr. Adams forced me to take this step. Let me 
refer the reader back to Mr. McClure's testimony before 
the referees. He there stated that the getting up of the 
medical fact was a distinct challenge to me by Dr. 
Adams, to prosecute, — not himself, indeed, but the pub- 
lisher, or Deacon Drake, the signer, and that he was 
astonished it did not have that effect But so reluctant 
was I to go to law that fifty-six of my parishionen 
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signed the reply to that pamphlet, spoken of in another 
chapter, which we supposed would satisfy everybody that 
the statements there made were fahe. as well as filthy. 
And then, because I did not prosecute, Dr. Adams 
taunted and reproached me for want of courage ! I will 
here quote the testimony of Rev. Louis Dwight Mr. 
Dwight says, ^ I was walking in Tremont street, and 
Dr. Adams crossed the street to me ; and in a conversa- 
tion about this matter, he said that Mr. Fairchild 
wanted courage to prosecute. I told him, (having in my 
mind what Mr. Fairchild had gone through with,) that 
I thought he had courage, and enough of it too." Not 
to have prosecuted under such circumstances would 
have been a forfeiture of all self-respect, as well as the 
respect of every virtuous and high-minded man in the 
community. 

But there is one thing more which Dr. Adams thinks 
disqualifies me entirely from appearing in caty pulpit, 
especially any pulpit in Boston; and that is, the charac- 
ter and tone of my writings. That I may not misrepre- 
sent him, I will quote a single paragraph from his 
remonstrance to the cQuncil that installed me. 

If a candidate for licensure who had done and written such 
things as Mr. Fairchild has avowed and published, should ap- 
pear before anj of. our ministerial associations, we would ask 
whether it is probable that thej would consider him a fit person 
to be invested with the sacred office ? We shall rejoice if Mr. 
Fairchild can make himself useful in any suitable employment, 
but having in mind the associations which wUl naturallj be 
awakened in the minds of the people by his appearance in the 
pulpits at least of this city and vicinity, we feel constrained to 
remonstrate, as we now do, against his installation here. 

Perhaps it would be deemed unbecoming in me to 
speak of the moral tone of my writings, or to utter one 
word in their defence. The public are the best judges 
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as to that matter ; and to their judgment I cheerfidly 
submit I must however be permitted to say one thing: 
If Dr, Adams will convict me of writing to him or to 
any human being such a letter as that which he wrote 
to me from Marblehead, or such letters as he wrote to 
Mrs. Jewett, of Pittston ; and above all, of furnishing 
the materials, and eliminating passages, and criticizing 
sentences, and preparing for the press such an infamous 
pamphlet, so foul and false as the Medical Fact, I will 
promise forthwith to quit not only Boston pulpits, but 
all pulpits, and quit them forever. And I should deem 
it a Christian duty to clothe myself with sackcloth, and 
walk softly, and humbly, and penitently before Grod all 
the rest of my days. Does Dr. Adams think that his 
appearance in the pulpits of this city and vicinity, 
awakens in the minds of the people no unpleasant asso- 
ciations in connection with the strange letters above 
named, and that vile pamphlet, and that unchristian 
spirit which he has indulged towards me for years ; to 
say nothing of his recent book on slavery? 

As Dr. Adams has set the example of supposing 
cases, I will suppose one. Suppose that he himself 
were now without a pastoral charge, and that some 
church had extended to him a call ; and on his accept- 
ance thereof, an ecclesiastical council had convened 
to examine and install him, if they found no valid, ob- 
jections. Now suppose that in the course of this exam- 
ination, evidence came before them not to be called in 
question, that he had openly said of a minister of the 
gospel in good standing ecclesiastically and civilly, that 
he had ceased to discriminate between truth and false- 
hood, — that he was the wickedest man that walks the 
earth, — and had contracted, by his vices, a loathsome 
disease,^- and was, in a word, the very personification 
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of hell itself! And suppose farther that it should ap- 
pear before the council that he had been publicly ac- 
cused of saying these things and actually brought be- 
fore a civil tribunal to lespond to them, and that instead 
of attenoipting to prove that they were true, he set up, 
in his defence, the pka of priMege and the staMe of 
UmUaiumSy and on that ground aUme and behind thai 
shield he had been protected from the punishment justly 
due to so grave an offence ; how pertinently mi^t his 
own question be asked here, ^whether it is probable 
that they would consider him a fit person to be invested 
with the pastoral office? '* 



CHAPTEE XXXIII. 

WjOBTHER the following inferences are legitimately 
drawn from the preceding ^remarkable incidents," must 
be left to the judgment of my readers. To my own 
mind they follow naturally and irresistibly. 

1. Dr. Adams has been the principal cause of all my 
trials and difficulties as I have been narrating them, 
from the 18th of June, 1844, down to the 7th of March, 
1855. As I did not answer the question which he says 
he put to me on the morning of that 18th day, he made 
up his mind at once that I was guilty, and saw, as he 
said, ^ the picture of hell in my countenance." And 
the '^ impressions " which he then received, nothing has 
been able to remove. Since that period he seems to 
have been unwearied in his efforts to fasten the same 
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impressions on the minds of all wlicnn he conld influ- 
ence ; and his influence over his brethren, till recently, 
has been almost unbounded. To carry his point he has 
even gone out of his own denomination. A very re- 
spectable clergyman of the Unitarian faith, who was 
settled at the time of my trial in court, near Boston, 
said to me since my installation over my present church, 
that after my triumphant acquittal by the jury, he wrote 
me a letter expressive* of his sympathy and kind feel- 
ings, and was about mailing it, when he had an interview 
with Mr. Adams, who gave him distinctly to understand 
that he believed me a guilty man, and that he had be^ 
ter bestow his sympathy on some more worthy object. 
That clergyman has since sent me the letter ; and on 
reading it, I felt truly grateful to him for the deep inter- 
est which he took in my case, and his kind endeavor to 
say something to comfort and encourage me. He per- 
formed this brotherly act as readily and with as good a 
grace as though I had belonged to his own denomina- 
tion. And I never see him or think of him without 
emotions widely different firom those excited by the 
sight or thought of Dr. Adams. Had it not been for 
Dr. Adams, I do not believe that Messrs. Riddel and 
Beecher would have pursued me beyond my acquittal, 
— no, nor even Deacon Drake. But having such a 
leader and adviser, they have done that which is a dis- 
grace to humanity, not to say Christianity. 

2. Had it not been for Dr. Adams, if I have been cor^ 
rectly informed, I should never have been indicted by 
the grand-jury. 

8. Nor shpuld I have been suspended by the council 
at Exeter in consequence of his testifying on oath, to 
impressions which he knew must injure me, and sup* 
pressing facts in his possession which would have been 
a defence to me. 
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4. Nor been obliged to sell my bouse and expend the 
avails of it in self-defence. 

5. That the whole difficulty would have been settled 
by the verdict of the jury, and passed into oblivion 
years ago. 

6. That the alienations and heart-burnings between 
pastors and members of churches on my account would 
never have been known. 

7. That the enemies of the ministry and Christianity 
would not have been furnished with so fixiitful and i4>- 
parently so truthful a source of argument against relig- 
ion in aU its forms. 

8. That the Orthodox denomination has suffered griev- 
ously in public opinion by the singular course which 
certain influential pastors have taken in this a&ir. 

9. That the plea of privilege to slander me, behind 
which Dr. Adams sought protection, was unmanly and 
degrading to a Christian minister. 

10. That I have been required to do what is not de* 
manded either by law or gospel, namely, — to prove fny- 
ielf vmocenL Dr. Adams has acted towards me as 
though he had a right to treat me as a knave, not only 
until I had proved my honesty, but even after it had been 
proved* 

11. That Dr. Adams cannot plead in justification of 
his treatment of me, that he was acting in self-defence, 
since I never made any attack on his character or repu- 
tation, nor have I, notwithstanding all his ill treatment, 
ever taken any special pains to ascertain the truth of 
any stories which may have come to my ears, implicat- 
ing him in any delinquency, whether in his father's 
house, or in the school-room, or in college, or in his col- 
league pastorship with Dr. Holmes, or in his present 
position as pastor of Essex Street Church. I trust that 
I shall never be left to descend to such meanness. I 
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have done nothing bat repel the attacks which he has 
made upon me. 

12. That had not Dr. Adams been the spiritual adviser 
of a scandal-woman, he wonld never have had occasion 
to call an ez parte comicil to sustain him in his inglori- 
ous work. 

13. That there is a great deal of truth in the old 
adage, ^ clerical hate is the worst of all hate." And 
every one knows that the more injuries a person tries to 
inflict on another, if unsuccessful, the more inveterate 
becomes his hatred. 

14. That the doctrine of a particular providence is 
true. On this inference I must be permitted to enlarge. 
My history, as I have been relating it, is full of provi- 
dential interpositions. Whoever may doubt the doc- 
trine of a particular providence, surely it does not be- 
come me thus to doubt. I think I may say with David, 
^ If it had not been the Lord who was on my side, when 
men rose up against me, then had they swallowed me 
up quick." Wifh such a combination against me, so 
powerful and so long continued, it is a wonder to my- 
self, as well as to others, how I have been sustained ; 
and the question has been often asked me, ^ How have 
you lived through such a scene of troubles?" My uni- 
form reply has been : ^ A man, with a good conscience 
and a good wife, can stand any thing; and I can truly 
say that I have felt their sustaining power." And does 
it not seem a wonder to my readers, (it certainly does 
to me,) that I stiU stand up in the pulpit, and still have 
a church and congregation to attend on my ministry, 
after so many and such unscrupulous effints have been 
made to silence me and scatter my flock? Suppose 
that certain influential clergymen of any of the denom- 
inations in this city, should deem it expedient, for rea* 
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sons perfectly satisfactory to themselves^ to prevent one 
of their brethren from further performing the duties of 
his office. Let that brother be one of the most gifted 
and popular of them all, — one now standing on the 
very pinnacle of fame. To accomplish their object^ they 
need not accuse him of any crime. But let them with- 
hold fellowship fit>m him. Let them exclude him from 
their pulpits. Let them refuse to recommend their 
members to his church. Let them expel him from their 
association, and carefully abstain from any and every 
act whereby they might recognize him as a minister of 
Christ; and let them do aU this without publicly assign- 
ing any other reason whatever than this, *' We claim 
it as a matter of privilege^ because we are dergymen." 
Does not every reader believe that such a pastor, how- 
ever high and enviable his standing may have been, 
would feel as uncomfortable and as much embarrassed 
in his position, as I have felt in mine ? 

But in addition to all this, let them call him by all 
the most infieunous names, and accuse him of all the 
most infamous crimes which the tongue or the pen of 
man could utter, as I have been called and accused by 
one, at least, of the Orthodox clergy — I mean Dr. 
Adams — and whom they still regard as in good fel- 
lowship, without a single note of remonstrance ix cen- 
sure, and thus by their silence, giving their assent to 
the whole. Let them or their coadjutors go round 
among the members of his church and parish, and rep- 
resent to them that their interest and reputation will be 
benefited by withdrawing from his ministry. Let them 
use their influence with pastor^ in the country, and with 
one or more of the leading members of their churches 
to prevent an exchange of pulpits with him, as has been 
done, in more instances than one, in my case. Let the 
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agents of the various charitable institutions whose head- 
quarters are in Boston, and who go out among the 
churches to solicit their contributions, and whose offi- 
ces and salaries are, in a great measure, dependent on 
the favor and recommendation of the clergy in the city, 
— let these agents, I say, help on the work of ruin 
wherever they go, by dark hints and significant innen- 
does, — let them thus hold him up as a target to be shot 
at from all quarters ; and should any clergyman express 
sympathy for him, or any layman propose to attend on 
his ministry, then let their battery be opened on them 
also ; and let them pursue this course towards him for 
ten long years, as in my case, even after the most thor- 
ough and impartial trial, and the fullest and completest 
vindication of himself from every charge brought against 
him, — and where, — where would he be at the end of 
those years, though he were as pure and innocent as an 
angel of light? I pray God that he may never have 
occasion to answer this question by experience ! And 
if he and his church should live through all this, would 
he not be justified in attributing their preservation to 
the special interposition of Divine Providence ? 

I have spoken of the agents of our religious and char- 
itable societies, as seconding the efforts of Dr. Adams 
to injure me as a clergyman* This remark is not appli- 
cable to them alL There are some honorable excep- 
tions. Three of these agents are members of the Suf- 
folk South Association, and two of them, as I have been 
credibly informed, have spoken and acted in favor of 
retaining that false and libellous vote upon their records. 
One of those gentlemen has the whole commonwealth 
as his field of labor, and the other, I am told, is now 
visiting the churches in two of the adjoining States. 
And does it seem incredible that these agents, in their 
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intercotmse with pastors, should be forward to justify 
themselves and the Association in their treatment of 
me ? Is it not reasonable to suppose that they would 
defend Dr. Adams with earnestness and zeal ? And if 
they have not done this, then my information has not 
been conrect. 

But this is a digression. I was speaking of the inter- 
positions of Providence. These have been somewhat 
numerous in my history, as the reader has doubtless 
observed. I will just allude to some of them : The 
preservation of my life when in imminent peril, — my 
release from the further payment of hush-money by the 
deacons assunding the responsibility, — my knowledge 
of Dr. Adams's letters to Mrs. Jewett, — the manner in 
which a copy of Mr. Patton's letter came to me, and 
the letter of Deacon Drake to Dr. Sheldon, — also the 
placing in my hands, through the agency of Deacon 
Drake, and without any expense to me, so valuable a 
document in my defence as Dr. Hay ward's deposition, 
— ^the discovery of Dr. Adams's agency in The Medical 
Fact, and also of the writer of the anonymous letters 
which two experts swore upon me, — the exposure of 
that infamous plot to ruin me by means of Hunting's 
false certificate, and my ability to meet and thwart my 
enemies whenever they have made a new attack upon 
me. 

15. That it is unwise and unsafe to commit one's 
self on ex parte testimony. I do not believe that any 
of those clergymen who have taken part against me, 
— no, not even Dr. Adams himself, were actuated ai 
firstf by any feelings of enmity or unkindness. I am 
not aware that one of them even suspected me of any 
moral delinquency till June, 1844, though I had then 
been living among them, on terms more or less intimatei 
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for nearly fifteen years. But they hastily, jond on par- 
tial and defective testimony, committed themselves. 
And, considering what poor hmnan nature is, every- 
body knows that most men are quite unwilling to ac- 
knowledge an error, or confess a fault With regard to 
Dr. Adams, it is well known that he is remarkably set 
and unyielding, and seldom or never retracts. If any 
one ever before doubted that this is a prominent trait 
in his character, he must «urely have been convinced by 
the publication of his " South Side View of Slavery." 
He was entreated not to publish by clergymen and lay- 
men, by Mends in his own church and out of it. Even 
Dr. Lowell, that venerable and highly respected clergy- 
man, wrote him a letter, beseeching him not to publish. 
And it would seem that his letter made such an impres- 
sion on the mind of Dr. Adams, that he sent a note to 
Dr. Lowell, giving him the consoling assurance that he 
would not publish. But it is evident that both the im- 
pression and the assurance quickly passed away and were 
forgotten. For the publication of his book was soon 
announced. And having formed his opinion in my case . 
so suddenly and expressed it so confidently, and been 
so determined not to take back any thing, that he has, 
for years, been committing himself ever and over and 
over again, and has had sufficient influence with other 
clergymen to induce them to do the same. And he has 
doubtless felt himself strengthened and sustained by 
every new accession to the number of his sympathizing 
Mends. And he seems to have been ftJly aware that 
he had gained an important point by influencing any 
member of the Exeter Council, or any pastor in Boston 
or vicinity to commit himself against me in the slightest 
degree. Hence his successful efibrt in preventing the 
moderator and scribe firom reassembling the Elxeter Coun* 
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cil after my acquittal in court, agreeably to their pledge 
publicly given. And though he could not prevail on them 
either to sign his remonstrance or to send one in their 
own name to the council that installed me in November, 
1845, j^otesting against their performing that service, 
yet he did succeed in obtaining from them a letter, in 
which they reconmiitted themselves against me. Dr. 
Adams was also successful in procuring the namesof thir- 
teen pastors in Boston and vicinity to his remonstrance 
against my installation, though Drs. Cknlman, Albro, 
Steams, and some others, refused their signatures. Those 
who signed it were made to say, by Dr. Adams's ** finesse," 
that it would be impossible for them ever to acknowl- 
edge me as a pastor, or have fellowship with any church 
that might employ me, thus committing themselves in 
the strongest possible terms against me, though some of 
them were so strangely inconsistent, that in September, 
1852, they could read to their churches a letter missive, 
and take action thereon, consenting to become members 
of an ex parte council to sit in judgment on our doings, 
and thus acknowledge fellowship with my church, and 
myself as its pastor! This acknowledgment they were 
led to make at the instance of Dr. Adams, who doubtless 
expected thereby to banish me for ever from the pulpit. 
Indeed, the main argument of the Huntings, in justifica- 
tion of their conduct was, that, if tny church would get 
rid of me, then the other churches in the city would re- 
ceive them into fellowship, and erect for them a church 
edifice, which they said was a praiseworthy object, as it 
would reconcile liie pastors now at variance on my ac- 
count, and restore harmony of feeling to the churches. 
This argument has the appearance, at least, of having 
been suggested by ^ their spiritual adviserl'' 

What was the object of Dr. Adams in his advice to 
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the Huntings to call an ex parte conncil ? He knew as 
well as he knew his alphabet, that in disciplining those 
persons, my church had taken the precise steps pointed 
out in the gospel, and in the platform of our churchesi 
and was not amenable to any council. whatever. He 
probably knew, too, the character of the woman he ad- 
vised to testify against me, for she had formerly been 
a member of his church ; and had he not known her, 
I think he would never have presumed to make a tool 
of her to accomplish his unworthy purpose. Neither 
was he ignorant of the fact, that had her character as a 
truthful witness been unsuspected, both law and gospel 
forbid the trying of a man on such a charge, where it 
was not even pretended that there was more than one 
witness. The unavoidable inference, as it seems to me, 
is this, — Dr. Adams was well aware that those pastors 
whom he could induce to become members of that corji- 
cil, would, by so doing, commit themselves against me 
once more. He was aware, too, that all the delegates 
of the churches would thus commit themselves. The 
bare fact of accepting the appointment as delegates 
would commit them. Neither pastors nor delegates 
would wish to confess that they were duped by Dr. 
Adams, in causing them to be assembled in council, 
when there was nothing for them to do. Of course 
they must render some plausible excuse for assembling 
and not acting. And I am told that their excuse, — I 
ought rather to say, the excuse which Dr. Adams gives 
for them, is this : " Mr. Fairchild is undoubtedly guilty ; 
but as there was only one witness, it could not be legally 
or ecclesiastically proved." This statement was made 
to me as coming firom Dr. Adams, by a clergyman re- 
siding many miles from Boston. I wish that the coun- 
dlj for my sake, could have listened to her story, if 
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she had only told it as she did in the presence of 
my church. To let the reader see how completely 
worthless her testimony was, independent of her in- 
consistencies and contradictions, I will state two facts : 
1. The alleged impropriety took place, according to her 
written statement, (which was destroyed by the advice 
of Dr. Adams,) in August, 1849, and afterwards changed 
as to time till the latter part of August, 1850, or early in 
September, at which time I can prove that we were fifty 
miles apart 2. I have the testimony of three credible 
witnesses that, since the twelfth of September, 1850, 
she has spoken to them of me in terms of high com- 
mendation. I will here give the testimony of one of 
them, as it now lies before me, in his own handwriting, 
and with his name appended. 

^I hereby certify that, einoe the trial before the referees in 
the summer of 1851, Mrs. Hunting said to me that she believed 
Mr. Fairchild had been a greatly injured man, — that having 
been acquainted with him for several years, she never had seen 
any thing in his conduct unbecoming a gentleman. She said 
she thought Mr. Adams had pursued him with the most unre- 
lenting persecution. She expressed her unbounded confidence 
in Mr. Fairchild's honesty and integrity. Late in the spring, or 
early in the sununerof 1852, 1 had another interview with Mrs. 
Hunting. She then remarked, ' I have altered my opinion of 
Mr. Fairchild, which 1 suppose you will be surprised to hear, 
considering what I said to you about him in our last conversa- 
tion ; for I then thought that all creation could not have caused 
me to change my opinion ; but I have since conversed with Dr. 
Adams, and am now convinced that Dr. Adams has been 
greatly injured, and that Mr. Fairchild is a bad man, and that 
all which has been said against him is true, and that he is now 
completely down.' " 

This is but a small portion of the evidence in my 
possession of the little credit due to the story of Mrs. 
Hunting, by whom Dr. Adams sought to influence cler- 
gymen and laymen to commit themselves against me. 
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a^id cooperate with him in endeavors to accomplish my 
ruin. 

16. Divine Providence has made it appear plain to all 
that what I have done was to prevent a threatened 
scandal, while Dr. Adams and his coadjutors have 
labored incessantly to brinff to light a threatened scan- 
dal. I have endeavored to save the church and the min- 
istry from reproach, even in that for which I have been 
the most censured, while they have pursued a course 
calculated to produce a directly contrary effect. 

As my last inference, I was going to speak of the 
duty of those of my ministerial brethren who have not 
committed themselves irrevocably against, me. But I 
forbear. To address them on such a topic, after all that 
I have said in the preceding pages, would be a reflec- 
tion both on their understanding and their piety. To 
such I need say nothing, bat simply refer them to the 
seventh chapter of Matthew and twelfth verse. 
. As for those members of the Association who have 
hitherto justified and sustained Dr. Adams, I have no 
hope of any favorable change in them. I expect that 
they will sustain him still. Hence their exclusion in my 
dedication. I wijl, however, venture to remind those 
gentlemen of a sentiment which one of the Association, 
— or at least one who signed the remonstrance against 
my installation, — advanced in a sermon a few years 
ago, as reported to me by a person who heard it He 
says that the preacher took occasion in the course of his 
sermon to speak of the duty which Christians owed to a 
man who had been accused of crime, and honorably 
acquitted by an upright jury. He said that they ought 
to treat him not only as well as they did before, but 
even better^ — that they ought, not only to restore him 
to their confidence, but sympathize with him on account 
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of his sufferings ; for having been found innocent of any 
crime, a grievous calamity had befallen him which be 
did not deserve. And even when a man has been proved 
guilty, and is afterwards pardoned by the governor, 
though they are not bound at once to restore him to 
their confidence, yet they must be careful to treat him 
kindly, and encourage him to regain his former stand- 
ing. While the gentleman was listening to these just 
statements, he said to himself, " I wonder if the preacher 
ever thinks of the case of Mr. Fairchild!" .But alas! 
how many professing Christians feel and act in such 
cases as did a certain Dutch judge when a man was 
brought before him, accused of crime, but who reso- 
lutely asserted his innocence, — " Why, if you are not 
guilty," says the judge, « how came you here ? " 

I will close this chapter by referring the reader to a 
single sentence in Dr. Adams's letter to me, dated April 
10, 1846, which he will find in the twelfth chapter. It 
is this, — " No man living knows you so thoroughly as I 
do." Some may infer from this expression that Dr. Adams 
had reasons unknown to others, for continuing to treat 
me as he has. What knowledge he possessed of my char- 
acter or habits of an injurious nature, more than other 
clergymen with whom I associated, I know not. True, 
circumstances caused us to become somewhat more ac- 
quainted near the dose of my ministry in Boston, in 
1842, and I felt much attached to him. Therefore it 
was very proper, as well as natural, that I should go to 
him in my troubles for comfort and counsel. Why he 
penned that sentence, I never cduld conceive, unless he 
intended by it to intimidate me from ever doing any 
thing nfiore to defend myself, fearing he would say some- 
thing to my injury which I could not meet. But being 
conscious that he knew nothing more than others to my 
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hurt, I have gone fearlessly on, whenever attacked, to 
endeavor to bring the truth to light And I presume 
no reader wiU now be charitable enough to think that 
after his attempts to persuade others to tell what they 
did not know, his sense of honor would be so nice as to 
prevent him from telling what he himself did know. 



CHAPTEE XXXIV. 

I WOULD say, in conclusion, that no Christian clergy- 
man or Christian layman can more sincerely regret 
than I do, the necessity which has called forth this 
publication. Nothing but an imperious sense of duty 
could have led me to take this step. Every candid 
reader will see with what patience I have endured the 
many injuries which my brethren had done me, and my 
persevering efforts to settle our difficulties on gospel 
principles. When Mr. Kirk attempted to set matters 
right in the Association, if ^ Dr. Adams had not put him 
all aback," and if the Association, even as late as last 
November, had passed the first without the second of 
their Resolves of March 7, 1865, this book would never 
have been written. In my communication of July 8, 
1854, I assured the Association that if they would only 
authorize their scribe to write on the margin of the page 
containing their libellous record, the foUowing sentence, 

" This vote was rescinded on this day of 1854,'* 

and certify the same to me, my request would be fully 
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complied with. I should have published it to the world, 
and there the matter, which has occasioned so much 
alienation and painful regret, would have been set at rest 
for ever. But when the Association let their Novem- 
ber and January meetings pass by without complying 
with my request, either in form or substance, and 
especially after the instructions which they gave to their 
scribe, the Rev. Mr. Laurie, not to let me see the records, 
or even to answer me a civil question, I determined at 
once, that duty to my Master, my church, my family, 
and my Mends, forbid me to allow such iniquity, though 
practised in high places, to remain any longer concealed 
from the eye of the world. But when I read their 
second Resolve of March last, if I had before doubted as 
to my duty, all doubts would then have been dissipated. 
When they passed that Resolve they had reached the cli- 
max of wrong, and there was but one way left for me to 
meet and repel it, and that was to make a full statement 
of all the wrongs which I had received at their hands, 
and expressing my firm belief, and giving my reasons 
for it, that Dr. Adams has been the chief instigator of 
the whole. But I would here say, that if any of the 
gentlemen who have been the abettors of Dr. Adams, 
think that I have thrown too much of the responsibility 
on him, if they will notify me of that fact, and state 
precisely how much belongs to them, I will most cheer- 
fully insert it in the second edition of my book, should 
one be called for, or communicate it to the public in 
some other form. I presume, however, they will not 
pretend that the responsibility is placed where it does 
not properly belong, since one of them who helped make 
the record, and is still a member, said to a clergyman 
of my acquaintance, who asked him why the Associa- 
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tion did not rescind their false vote, '^ We have thought 
it best to let Dr. Adams have pretty much his own way 
in that matter." 

Perhaps Dr. Beecher is entitled to more of the respon- 
sibility in this affair than I have ascribed to him. I 
should not have thought so, had it not been for the fol- 
lowing circumstance. It will be recollected that in 
1853 a successful effort was made by the Ck)ngregational 
churches in New England and elsewhere, to raise, by 
contributions, fifty thousand dollars to aid Christians at 
the West in the erection of church edifices. My church, 
though feeble, determined to show their sympathy with 
the object, by casting their mite into the treasury in be- 
half of that enterprise. They accordingly contributed 
twelve dollars, which I took to Deacon Julius A. - 
Palmer, who was appointed to receive the sums con- 
tributed in Massachusetts, and he credited the amount 
in his book as coming fi'om the Payson Church by their 
pastor. When the " Congregational Year-Book " was 
published in 1854, containing an account of the con- 
tributions in Boston appended to the names of the re- 
spective churches, I found at the bottom of the list this 
record, — " South, $ 12." On inquiry of Deacon Palmer, 
I learned that Dr. Beecher was chairman of the com- 
mittee, and that the deacon had passed into his hands a 
correct list of the names of the churches which had con- 
tributed. I then wrote to the secretary at New York, 
and requested him to explain the matter. He replied 
that the list was published as he received it Now if 
Dr. Beecher could descend to so mean an act for the 
sake of concealing firom the Christian public a knowledge 
of the fact that any such church as the Payson Church 
existed in Boston, I cannot but think that he also seeks 
opportunities to injure me, by withholding all ackuQwl- 
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edgment of me or my church, except when he is invited 
to become a member of an ex parte council to sit in judg- 
ment on our affairs ! 

I offer no apology for the publication of this book. 
The reader will expect none, — he will require none. 
Unless I greatly mistake, the book itself, in almost every 
page of it, carries its own apology along with it I 
have a strong conviction, — I almost know that every 
intelligent, unprejudiced, right-hearted man in the com- 
munity wih say that I have done right in this matter, 
and that not to have spoken under such long continued 
and unprovoked persecution and oppression, would have 
shown a want of self-respect unbecoming my character 
and profession, — yea, unbecoming any one who claims 
to be a fireeman. 

Lfook at the embarrassing circumstances in which I 
have been placed under the ban of a clerical association, 
omnipotent for evil, but wholly irresponsible, led on by 
Dr. Adams, who, as I have been repeatedly assured, was 
always ready to affirm, if I published any thing or made 
any verbal statement in my own defence which appeared 
rational and truthful, — " That is one of Fairchild's lies." 
And that declaration coming from such a source was, 
to many minds, " confirmation strong as Holy Writ." 
They thought it needless to make any further inquiry ; 
for I must be a great villain, and no mistake, or so good 
a man as they deem Dr. Adams to be, would not say so. 
The time was when I should probably have reasoned in 
the same manner. When he preached my installation 
sermon at Exeter in 1843, if any one had then told me 
that he was even capable of doing the things which he 
has since actually done, as they have been truthfully 
narrated in this volume, and predicted that I should 
live to see the day when it would all be acted out, I 
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should have been ready to pronounce it an utter impos- 
sibility. And when I discovered what he was and what 
he had done, I was as much confounded as were the 
whole community, at the discovery of the Schuyler in- 
iquity, or any of those stupendous firauds developed 
about the same time. The exclamation came unbidden 
to my lips, " Lord, what is man ? " His influence over 
others arises in part from his peculiar manner and tones 
of voice in making his statements. I am told that he 
usually expresses the kindest feelings towards me, — 
gives assurance that he is not my enemy, and wishes 
me no harm, and that it is very painful to him to 
take such a decided stand against me. At the same 
time he asserts, with all seeming honesty, that he acts 
on principle, — that he is conscience-bound, and has no 
object in view but the glory of God, the purity of the 
ministry, and the safety of the church. Thus by his 
blandishment and apparent truthfulness and sincerity, 
he has succeeded in deceiving many good clergymen 
and laymen, and in convincing them that I am truly 
what he called me ten years ago, — ^' hell incarnate." 
In this way he has caused many persons to feel and act 
very much as did the late Hon. William Jackson, of 
Newton, an extract from whose letter I have given on 
page 373. He told me that he had so much confidence 
in Dr. Adams and those pastors who acted with him, 
that he thought it useless for him to examine particu* 
larly into the matter. He concluded that they must be 
right But when he came to investigate the subject for 
himself, he soon arrived at the result mentioned in the 
letter referred to, and which I wish the reader would be 
kind enough to reperusc. 

In a conversation with a particular friend of Dr. 
Adams during the month of February, 1854, I stated 
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several reasons why my case onght to be viewed in a 
different light by Dr. Adams and those who sympathize 
with him. I spoke of the number and respectability of 
the persons who had given me their names and subscrip- 
tions to aid me in the erection of my church. His reply 
was, ^^ They say that gentlemen subscribe to get rid of 
you." Now this is a statement which they who made 
it, did not themselves believe. The very statement pro- 
claims its falsity. When I spoke of my honorable ac- 
quittal by the jury, he replied, ^ Dr. Adams says that 
one of the most intelligent of the jurymen (naming 
him) reports that your case was a doubtful one, and 
that you narrowly escaped conviction." Now I have 
been assured by three of our most respectable citizens, 
who were not able to attend the trial, but who had 
great confidence in the judgment of that juryman, being 
in the same business and neighborhood with him, that 
when the trial was over they asked him his opinion of 
my case ; and he assured them that he felt as a citizen 
what he had expressed as a juryman^ — that I was not 
guilty. With this assurance they were entirely satis- 
fied, and remain so still, two of them having subscribed 
to aid me in my church enterprise. I then referred this 
Mend of Dr. Adams to the opinion of Gtovernor Wash- 
burn, who sat as judge in the case. He replied, " They 
say that Judge Washburn says you escaped by the skin 
of your teeth." I ]vent directly to the council-chamber 
at the State House where the governor then was, — had 
a private interview with him, — told him what I had 
just heard, and asked him whether it was so. He re- 
plied, ^'I give you authority to say to anybody and 
everybody, that if I had been on that jury, the evidence 
was such as would have compelled me to give the ver- 
dict in your favor." Dr. Woods told me that the judge 
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said to him soon after my acquittal, that it was a 
righteoas verdict 

And even at this day, I am credibly informed, that 
Dr. Adams still asserts privately to individuals, both 
clergymen and laymen, that the charges preferred 
against me he believes to be true, and is still using his 
influence to make me an object of suspicion and dis- 
trust among religious people both in Boston and out of 
it. And when good people learn how determined he is 
to make me infamous, they conclude that there must be 
some foundation for it in truth, and they are apt to re- 
peat that very common saying, — "where there is so 
much smoke, there must be some fire." There has in- 
deed been a tremendous smoke, nearly ending in suffo- 
cation ; but where can the reader find the fire, if not in 
an unbridled, slanderous tongue, and a vindictive, malig- 
nant heart? 

I do not publish these " remarkable incidents " to the 
world for the purpose of injuring any of my brethren in 
the ministry. There is not one of them, — no, not even 
Dr. Adams himself, to whom I would not most readily 
extend forgiveness for all the wrongs he has done me, 
if he would only make that reparation which is required 
of him by that very gospel, obedience to which he incul- 
cates so firequently and earnestly upon his people. But 
not one of them has ever yet given the least intimation, 
by word or deed, that he felt any regret for his unchris^ 
tian and cruel treatment of me, just as though he 
deemed it undignified and degrading for a clergyman to 
confess his sins. 

What then could I do but prepare a truthful narra- 
tive for the perusal of those who come after me, that 
they may see the real merits of a case which has excited 
BO much interest, and learn the danger of acting hastily 
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in SO grave a matter, — condemning a man on defective 
testimony, and obstinately persisting in a course of 
wrong doing, in spite of truth, and conscience, and the 
Word of Grod. I wish to leave a record behind of what 
has been done in this aflair, as permanent as that of the 
SufTolk South Association. Neither do I wish my 
friends to be under the necessity of entering into an ar- 
gument for my defence with every stranger who may 
question them. I would save them the trouble by re- 
cording in a book the facts in the case, where every in* 
quirer will find the truth, and be enabled to come to a 
correct decision. And I would here say to all my fel- 
low-citizens, of every sect in religion and party in poli- 
tics, who may wish to know what I have done and 
what has been done to me, that in preparing this book, 
I am not aware of any concealment, or exaggeration, 
or false coloring in any form or degree to deceive the 
reader, or to make a wrong impression on his mind to 
my own advantage, or to the disadvantage of any per- 
son involved in the disclosures which I have made. 
And should any one think that I have not stated his 
case fairly, or that I have wronged him by saying that 
which is not true, let him inform me wherein, and give 
me the proof, and I will most cheerfully, and with all 
due haste, make the required correction. But I presume 
that no reader's mind is so obtuse as not to perceive 
that the evidence of the truHi of my statements is fur- 
nished as I go along. 

To my younger brethren in the ministry and to those 
who may hereafter enter it, and to Congregational cler- 
gymen generally, I would suggest that they may find in 
this volume some important information on the ecclesi- 
astical polity of Massachusetts, and on the nature of 
New England Congregationalism. Had I been as well 
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informed on these points twelve years ago as I am now, 
it would have been of invaluable service to me ; and 
had my ministerial brethren, whose doings are described 
in this book, been better acquainted with these matters 
than it seems they were, they would probably never 
have placed themselves in their present unenviable po- 
sition. So much light has been shed on these topics as 
will, I hope, reward clergymen for their labor in exam- 
ining what I here recommend to their particular atten- 
tion. 

I have one word to say with regard to pulpit ex- 
changes. My general rule is to make no proposal for 
an exchange, unless I have reason to believe that it wUl 
be mutually agreeable. True, I have in a few instances, 
at the urgent request of some of the leading and most 
influential members of a pastor's church and parish, so- 
licited an exchange. But hereafter such invitations 
must come from the other party. Then no embarrass- 
ment will be felt, and no pain given. 

Perhaps I cannot close more appropriately than by 
quoting the following lines from Joanna Baillie, 

Tbink'st thou thero are no serpents in the world 
But those that slide along the grassy soU, 
And sting the luckless foot that presses them ? 
There are who, in the path of social life, 
Do bask their spotted skins in fortune's smile, 
And sting the souL 
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The following paragraphs in mj circular addressed to the 
Association in Ma/, 1849, were accidentallj omitted bj mistake* 
Thej should be read in immediate connection with the para- 
graph at the bottom of page 176. 

^' As a minister of the gospel, as a Christian, as a man eyen, I 
had a right to appeal to the laws of mj country for protection. 
I submitted my case to the closest legal scrutiny. My examina- 
tion was full and impartial. Mj acquittal was unanimous and 
complete. What more could I have done. 

** I have waited patiently for popular prejudices to cool, and 
the tongue and the pen of slander to become silent J have 
done this, though perfectly aware all the while, that a very 
numerous and respectable portion of my ministerial brethren 
believed me innocent, and were treating me accordingly ; forty- 
six of whom having signed a paper certifying to my regular 
standing in the Christian ministry. I now think that I have 
waited long enough. 

** It has been my hope, brethren, that you would do me jus- 
tice, unsolicited by me, and wipe off the stain which was so un- 
justly put upon my name, on your records, and, perhaps, upon 
my character, in your hearts ; and that you would extend to me 
the hand of courtesy and the comforts of Christian sympathy. 
But as you have not done this of your own acooFdi I now ask, 
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as my just right, that the said yote be rescinded ; and for the 
reason that the causes of my separation from the Association, 
as set forth in jour records of January 7, 1845, are false and 
libellous. And I further ask, that you will notify me officicMy 
that the vote has been thus rescinded ; for as it now stands, I 
am told, by a competent judge of the law, that it is a perpetual 
libel, reaffirmed by the admission of eveiy new member into 
your body, and especially will this libel be renewed by a vote 
not to rescind it 

^ I shall not cease to claim this as a right, due from man to 
man, — from Christian to Christian, — from minister to minister. 
I claim it in the name of Him whose servants we are, and in 
whose mercy we hope. I claim its resdssion, as having no more 
legal or moral right to remain on your records, than would a sim- 
ilar vote respecting any member of the Association. I claim it on 
the ground of that universally received maxim, both of law and 
gospel, that eveiy man is to be presumed innocent until guilt 
is proved. As just men, and as Christians, I confide in you that 
you will do what is so plainly reasonable and proper, and what 
every one of you would insist on having done were my case 
your own. I am not now asking of you k favor, but a righL 
Not one of you could be persuaded to publish over his own sig- 
nature, that the charges in that vote are true. I beg you, then, 
not to do collectively what you would not do individually. Do 
not, I pray you, suspend, in my case, the action of our Master's 
golden rule." 
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B. 

The following is a list of the names of those individuals who 
have kindly contribated five dollars or upwards to aid me in the 
erection of a church edifice. The name of no subscriber is in« 
serted except written by himself or by his authority. Many 
have expressed their kind feelings by giving me smaller sums, 
but who refused to subscribe. 



Cyrus A. Alger, 
Isaac Adams, 
Alvin Adams, 
Seth Adams, 
William D. Adams, 
Simeon P. Adams, 
James B. Aiken, 
William C. Abbot, 
William Adams, 
John S. Adams, 
William T. Andrews, 
Andrew Atkinson, 
B. S. Allen, 
Nathan Allen, 
Charles Amory, 
James S. Amory, 
William Amory, 
Nathan Appleton, 
Samuel Appleton, 
William Appleton, 
Samuel A. Appleton, 
Joseph Andrews, 
J. L. C. Amee, 
Daniel Ayer, 
Stephen 6. Allen, 
John Armstrong, 



Holmes Ammidown, 
Samuel Aspinwall, 
Lewis Allen, 
Seth Adams, jr., 
W. M. Andrews, 
James Ayer, 
R. S. S. Andros, 
Thomas G. Appleton. 

B. 

Charles C. Barry, 
Charles Barnard, 
David Barnard, 
William C. Barstow, 
Homer Bartlett, 
C. L. Bartlett,' 
Elizur Baldwin, 
Thomas Bagnall, 
Daniel C. Baker, 
Edmund Baylies, 
John M. Barnard, 
Thomas H. Bazin« 
Charles F. Battles, 
John W. Barrett, 
Heniy Barrett, 
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Frank Battel, 
Gorham Brooks, 
A. S. Brooks, 
Levi Brigham, 
Nahum Brigham, 
John Brigham, 
William P. Brigham, 
J. L. Baker, 
Joseph Brownell, 
Nathaniel Bryant, 
Walter Bryant, 
Nathaniel H. Bryant, 
£. H. Brainard, 
Benjamin Burgess, 
Josiah Bradlee, 
John H. Bowker, 
Isaac O. Barnes, 
Samuel Barrett, 
Richard Bond, 
Timothy D. Bond, 
Joseph C. Bond, 
Nathaniel J. Bowditch, 
Jonathan J. Bowditch, 
Edward Blake, 
D. A. Bokee, 
Laban S. Beecher, 
Joseph J. Bigelow, 
John Bertram, 
£. Baker, 
Charles S. Burgess, 
John T. Bumham, 
William Burke, 
Richard Borden, 
Joseph L. Bennett, 
George B. Blake, 
George W. Bond, 
William Blake, 



Daniel 6. Bradford, 
William G. Billings, 
Joseph M. Bell, 
L. V. Bell, 
C. F. Bagley, 
J. A. Blanchard, 
Charles Brewer, 
William Burrage, 
William A. Burke, 
James Boyd, 
Vernon Brown, 
Benjamin Blaney, 
George Bliss, 
Ebenezer Burgess, 
Horace S. Bradley, 
J. Bourne, 

Martin S. Brockway, 
John A. Buttrick, 
Lewis Bullard, 
Joseph Brownell, 
J. Q. A. Bean, 
P. B. Brigham, 
John Brown, 
Enos Briggs, 
James B. Blake, 
Anson Burlingame, 
L. F. Brigham, 
Levi Bartlett, 
Daniel D. Broadhead, 
Artemas Briggs, 
Albert A. Bent, 
Franklin Brickett, 
Andrews Breed, 
Thomas Blanchard, 
David Babson, 
Edward Babson, 
James Blood, 
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MiBS Julia BoUocki 
Preston Bennetti 
ThomaB Burgess, 
John Carter Brown, 
T.M.BalL 

C. 

B.B. Curtis, 
John EL Clifford, 
Thomas B. Curtis, 
Joseph W. Clark, 
Thomas Caines, 
Ebenezer Chadwick, 
Andrew Carney, 
Lemuel Cushing^ 
Caleb Cushing, 
George W. CoUamore, 
Calvin W. Clark, 
Frederick Crafls, 
Thomas Cordis, 
Moses Clark, 
Abner Curtis, 
Thomas W. Cowdm, 
George Callender, 
William Carr, 
Jonas Chickering, 
MorreU Cole, 
Greorge Choate, 
William Crosby, 
S. Q.Cochran, 
Joel Canfield, 
C. G. Coffin, 
Otis Clapp, 
Horatio N. Crane, 
Greorge W. Chipman, 
Andrew L. Chamberlain, 



Elihn Cutler, 
George Cobb, 
B« Cushing, 
Joseph S. Cabot, 
J. V. Cole, 
H. Colbum, 
Otis Churchill, 
William M. Cornell, 
Winthrop W. Chenexy, 
Oliver B. Clark, 
Joseph Cotton, 
William £. Coffin, 
WilHam Crook, 
Daniel W. Child, 
Charles Copeland, 
Daniel F. Child, 
L. B. Church, 
H. W. Church, 
John W. Crafls, 
A. Oark, 

Charles P. Chamberlm, 
Samuel L. Crocker, 
William B, Crocker, 
James H. Carlton, 
Samuel Chase, 
Beniah Colbum, 
John N. Cushing, 
Josiah Caldwell, 
S. Clapp, 
William J. Cross, 
Henry Crafts, 
John Cowdin, 
Bobert Cowdin, 
William Cushing, 
Frederic Cunningham, 
Joseph Coolidge* 
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Charles W. Dabnej, 
John J. Dixwell, 
Daniel Denny, 
John L. Dimmocky 
Peter B. Dalton, 
Tisdale Drake, 
William Dayifl, 
SamnelDana, 
William Dale, 
Edward Dexter, 
John Datton, 
James Davis, 
William Dehon, 
John Dupee, 
Nathan Durfee, 
J. Amory Dayis, 
E. H. Derby, 
James Dayis, jr., 
Samuel C. DemertBi, 
G. M. Dexter, 
William Dwight, 
Elbridge G. Dudley, 
William T. Dayis, 
Oliver Pickson, 
Luther Dana, 
J. Dean, 
G. K Dillaway, 
Joseph Drew, 
E. S. Dilloway, 
John De'Hu£P, 
Peter Dunbar, 
W. R Davenport, 
Daniel Deshon, 
J. M. Doe, 
John Demeril^ 



S. C. Delano, 
Ebeneaser Dyer, 
Charles Dapee, 
Allen W. Dodge, 
R. S. Daniels, 
Moses Davenporti 
Thomas Davis, 
Perry Davis, 
Timothy Davis. 

K 

Edward Everett 
Jpseph Evelethy 
OUver Eldridge, 
Isaac Emery, 
Abner EUis, 
Thomas Emerson, 
Jonathan Ellis, 
Nathaniel H. 'EmmaoB, 
Matthew EUis, 
Timothy Eaton, 
J. H* Eastbum, 
Jabez Ellis, 
Charles Emerson, 
John L. Emmons, 
Ephraim Emmerton, 
EzraEames. 



William H. Foster, 
John Foster, 
Oliver Frost, 
Daniel Parrar, 
A-ELFiske, 
Luther Fekoo, 



APPBNBIX* 



439 



H. M. Fuller, 
Richard Frothingham, 
Charles Forster, 
Stephen P. Fuller, 
William Fiske, 
Joseph fi. Fisky 
G. L. Fall, 
Henry A. Fuller, 
Milo Furbush, 
John A^ French, 
Hersej Freeman, 
Milton Fuller, 
Thomas P. Foster, 
Benjamin F. Field, 
F. L. Fish, 
Alexander Fullerton, 
Jesse Fogg, 
Moses H. Freeman, 
J. D. Fanisworth, 
Samuel Farrar, 
S. Fifield, 
Jonas Fitch, 
C. C. Felton. 



Moses Ghrant, 
John Gfove, 
Charles 6. Greene, 
Heniy Grew, 
Samuel Guild, 
James Guild, 
Frederick Guild, 
Aaron Guild, 
James W. Gates, 
William Gutterson, 
HjltonGale, 



Thomas Groom, 
£. M. Gardner, 
Mrs. E. G. Gardner, 
William T. Glidden, 

D. N. Greene, 
Alexander Gibbs, 
W. L. B. Gibbs, 
Lemuel Gilbert, 
Joseph Grinnell, 
Thomas Greenleaf, 
John Green, 
Mrs. Susan Gkdld, 
J. Garland, 

S. P. Gilbert^ 
Patrick Grant, 
B. D. Greene, 
B. A. Gould. 

H. 

"Riigiin. Huntington, 
John T. Heard, 
Samuel Henshaw, 

E. Harrington, 
George Howland, 
Henrj N. Hooper, 
William H. "Hoopeatf 
Leopold Hennan, 
Noah Harrod, 

D. D. Hurt, 
Amos Howard, 
William H. Howard, 
Charles D. Head, 
William T. Hart, 
William H. Hill, 
William TTfuwni^ di 
James Henley, 
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Isaac Harris, 
Holmes Hincklej, 
Thomas Hathaway, 
Samuel Hall, 
Dudley Hall, 
Lewis Hall, 
Peter C. Hall, 
F. A. Hall, 
Samuel W. Hall, 
Willis Howes, 
Samuel Hill, 
F. Houghton, 
Thomas Howe, 
James L. Hodge, 
S. C. Hewitt, 
Greorge Hyde, 
Joseph Hodges, 
A. D. Hodges, 
John P. Healy, 
Moses Hadley, 
Greorge Hews, 
John L. HmmeweU, 
David Hamblen, 
Freeman Hunt, 
William Headwin, 
Enoch Hunt, 
Charles E. Hall, 
G^rge Hitchings, 
John Hodges, 
Edward H. Howland, 
P. Httbbell, 
H. Howard, 
Charles J. Hendee, 

A. Hollingaworth, 
William P. Houston, 

B. E. Hough, 

B. K. Hough, jr.. 



B.B. Hall, 
Oliver Holman, 
Henry Hill, 
William W. Hoppin, 
Thomas F. Hoppin, 
Charles Holden, 
D.M.Hale, 
Samuel Hooper, 
Henry E. Horton, 
B.M. Hodges. 



Moses B. Ives, 
Bobert H. Ives. 

J. 

P. T. Jackson, 
Gleorge B. Jones, 
Z. Jellison, 
Eliphalet Jones, 
Chester Jndson, 
Henry B. Janes, 
C. B. Johnson, 
Edward C. Jones, 
Josiah M. Jones, 
Henry Jenkins, 
William Johnston, 
B. M. Joy, 
Joseph S. Jones, 
Benjamin Judkins, 
John Je wett, 
EUsha Jacobs, 
George W. Jackman, 
Moses B. Jenkins, 
Qeorge Johnson^ 
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John P. Jewett, 
Edward J. Jones, 
Allen M. Jones. 



Moses Eimbally 
John Ejttell, 
Ahel Kendal], 
Sewall Kendall, 
Timothj Kendall, 
Mrs. Mary F. Kendall, 
John B. Kimball, 
George Kingman, 
Abner Kittredge, 
Lewis Kennej, 
W. W. Keith, 
Samuel Kidder, 
John B. Kittell, 
D. D. Kelley, 
S. B. King, 
D. P. King, 
John A. Knowles, 
Robert Kemp, 
Aaron Kimball, 
J. B. Kimball, 
George H. Kuhn, 
George W. Keene, 
Ezra T. Kidder, 
G. W. Kelley, 
Amos King, 
Henry Kingman. 



Thomas Lamb, 
S. K. Lothrop, 



Abbott Lawrence, 
Levi Lincoln, 
Israel Lombard, 
Otis P. Lord, 
Thomas J. Lobdell, 
G.H. Lodge, 
John E. Lodge, 
Albert W. Ladd, 
Moses B. Lakeman, 
Thomas Lee, 
Henry Lee, 
William K. Lewis, 
C. F. Lougee, 
Josiah G. Lovell, 
Miss Abigail M. Loring, 
Harrison Loring^ 
William Lee, 
Gilman S. Low, 
Samuel Leeds, 
Joseph Leeds, 
Benjamin Leeds, 
Edward Lawrence, 
Reuben Lovejoy, 
Robert L. Lane, 
Samuel W. Lane, 
Ambrose Lovis, 
Gad Leayitt, 
William Livingston, 
Warren Ludwig, 
William Lowry, 
Thomas Liversidge, 
Noah Lincoln, 
Ariel Low, 
John M. Loud, 
N. J. Lord, 
Samuel S. Lewis, 
Joseph Lynde, 



442 



APPENDIX. 



Isaac Livermorey 
Greorge Lee, 
Micajah Lunt, 
Noah LitcUfield, 
Henry W. Longfellow. 

M. 

Sidnej B. Mone, 
Charles H. Mills, 
Sewall 6. Mack, 
Donald McKay, 
H. Meredith, 
Levi B. Merriam, 
Frederick P. Moseley, 
Nathaniel 6. Manson, 
John Mansfield, 
William B. Maj, 
Charles Merriam, 
Charles W. Morgan, 
B. D. Moody, 
Lewis F. Merrill, 
John B. Meads, 
Joseph Manning, 
Robert Marsh, 
H. Mellos, 
Peter Mackie, 
Perry 6. Maoomber, 
J. K. Miles, 
S. F. Morse, 
G. MiUer, 

Stephen W. Marston, 
Samuel Merry, 
Francis Milliken, 
Earl P. Mason, 
William H. Manning, 



T. MandeL, 
Lovett Morse, 
Charles MdJjitire. 

N. 

Samuel Nioolson, 
Frederick ^ckerson, 
Joseph Nickerson, 
Jonathan Nickerson, 
Sereno D. Nickenon, 
James M. Newell, 
Lyman Nichols, 
Joseph Noble, 
John Nesmith, 
Thomas Nesmith, 
Henry Newman, 
D. B. Newhall, 
Albert H. Nelson, 
Samael Neal, 
N. C. Nash, 
N. D. Northend, 
Otis Norcross, 
Asa R. Nye, 
Henry Newhall, 
James K. Nichols. 

O. 

Marcus Ormsbee, 
H. D. Oliphant, 
Stephen Oliver, 
Misses Osgood, 
£. Oakes, 
J. Oakes, 
John P. Ober. 
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P. 

William C. Plunkett, 
John Pierponty 
J. W. Paige, 
L jman Perry, 
Moses Pond, 
M. D. Phillips, 
James M. Parker, 
James Perkins, 
Thomas H. Perkins, 
H. O. Prescott, 
Joseph W. Plimpton, 
Greorge A. Phillips, 
O. Pickering, 
William H. Prentice, 
Isaac Parker, 
Oliver Pelton, 
Henry Plympton, 
Joseph C. Pray, 
Jonathan Preston, 
Samuel S. Perkins, 
Seth Presbrey, 
George W. Porter, 
George Peabody, 
William D. Pickman, 
Charles E. Paige, 
Henry L. Pierce, 
H. D. Parker, 
John Proctor, 
William Pope, 
J. D. Prince, 
W. G. E. Pope, 
Benjamin Parker, 
George H. Peters, 
N. C. Poor, 
Ebenezer Parker, 



Sanford B. Perry, 
F. Peabody, 
William Pickman, 
Stephen H. Phillips, 
J. W. Peele, 
Thomas H. Prime, 
Joseph Pratt, 
Rufus A. Putnam, 
Daniel Putnam, 
Enoch Patterson, 
Samuel H. L. Pierce, 
Henry Poor, 
Eben S. Poor, 
Moses Putnam, 
Thomdike Proctor, 
A. P. Phillips, 
Mrs. Mary Pitcher, 
Ellis B. Pitcher, 
John Pew, 
Jacob Pierce, 
Mrs. William Pratt, 
Charles H. Parker, 
Joel Parker. 

R. 

Benjamin T. Reed, 
Sampson Reed, 
Caleb Reed, 
Samuel G. Reed, 
James Read, 
Thomas Richardson, 
Thomas Richardson, 
Thomas Richardson, 
Jeffrey Richardson, 
T. P. Richardson, 
WlUiam Richardson, 
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George Bichardsoiiy 
John Bajner, 
TTilliam J. Botch, 
J. P. Bobinsoiii 
S. Bobinson, 
Edward A. Baymond, 

F. F. BaymoDdy 
Curtis B. Baymond, 
William B. Bodman, 
Trueworthj BoweD, 
Thomaa Bestieanz, 
Bichard Bogers, 
George Bankin, 
Henry Bichy 
OtiBBich, 

Manly A. Bowell, 
Lewis Bice, 
Henry A. Bice, 
Edward C. Bice, 

G. W. Bice, 

Bobert H. Bemington, 
W. D. Bichards, 
Shepard Bobbins, 
John Bitchie, 
Stephen B. Bobbins, 
John G. Boberts, 
D. B. Bising, 
Beaben Bichatds, 
N. Bussell, 
A L. Bnssell, 
Daniel Biohardson, 
C. Bobinson, 
J. D. Bichards, 
T. B. Baymond. 



& 

Benjamin Seaver, 
J. y. G. Smith, 
David Sean^ 
Bobert G. Shaw, 
James Savage, 
Samuel W. Swett, 
George Stevens, 
Samuel Sanford, 
Philo Sanford, 
Samuel B. Spinney, 
Stephen S. Seavy, 
Jacob Sleeper, 
W. H. Spooner, 
Charies Sampson, 
M. H. Simpson, 
Jacob Stanwood, 
Z. Southard, 
Frederick H. Sdmpson, 
George W. Simmons, 
John Souther, 
Noah Sturtevant, 
John Spence, 
Thomas C. Stoddard, 
Ludaa Skinner, 
D. Swan, 
William D. Swan, 
Alexander H. Seabury, 
Joseph Stone, 
Joseph W. Stone, 
James M. Shnte, 
John B. Silsbee, 
B. H. Silsbee, 
William Silver, 
Edward Smith, 
Elisha Smith, 
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Nathan H. Streeter, 
Samuel Shaw, 
Paran Steyena, 
Thomas Sayeiy, 
Matthew Starbnck, 
Wniiam Starback, 
George Starbuck, 
E. A. Swift, 
William H. Spear, 
Stephen Smith, 
James ^ Sproat, 
Joshua Seward, 
George L. Steams, 
Boyal Southwick, 
William H. Sanford, 
Charles B. Shaw, 
T. A. Simmons, 
Richard Smith, 
John Smith, 
Nathaniel Stevens, 
A. D. Smith, 
D. T. Smith, 
Mrs. H. N. Skter, 
Isaac P. Smith, 
J. W. Sanford, 
L. M. Standish, 
G. H. Shaw, 
Jared Sparks* 



Adam W. Thaxter, 
Newell A. Thompson, 
Abijah Thompson, 
John S. Tyler, 
£. P. Tileston, 
John P. Tarbell, 
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Samuel T. Tisdale, 
Otis Tufts, 
William S. Thacher, 
Horace B. Taylor, 
George Thompson, 
Daniel Tracy, 
John W. Trull, 
Ezra Trull, 
James D. Thompson, 
John Tyler, 
James Tucker, 
Amos P. Tapley, 
David Taylor, 
J. B. Tobey, 
Charles B. Tucker, 
Hemy Tabor, 
Cahill Tolman, 
Lyman Tucker, 
Stephen Tilton, 
Walter H. Tilden, 
Edwin Tilden, 
J. C. Treadwell, 
Augustus Tyler, 
Joshua Tucker, 
David Thain, 
Seth Thaxter, 
Joseph Twitchell, 
George W. Torrey, 
John Templeton, 
J. S. Thornton, 
William M. Thayer. 

U. 

George B. Upton, 
James Upton, 
George Upton. 
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Josiah Voee, 
E. A.yoee, 
James Vila, 
Hammond W. Yinal, 
T. J. Vinton, 
Nathan Yiles, 
William Varaumy 
William ViaU. 

W. 

Robert C. Winthrop, 
Charles H. Warren, 
Charles Levi Woodbury, 
Fletcher Webster, 
Samuel D. Ward, 
Joseph Whitnej, 
Thomas B. Wales, 
Thomas B. Wales, jr., 
E. P. Walton, 
E. P. Whitman, 
Seth Wilmarth, 
Ebenezer Weeman, 
Increase S. Withington, 
Luther Wright, 
J. B. Winn, 
H. Willis, 
Isaac D. White, 
H. B. Wetherell, 
James F. Whitmore, 
Francis A. Willard, 
Samuel Waldron, 
Sidney Williams, 
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The saocess which has hitherto attended mj application for 
aid in this enterprise, has been yerj gratifying to mj feelings. 
It was not to be expected that all whose contribotions I might 
solicit, would respond to mj call. Bat those who could not 
conyenientlj contribute, have, with very few exceptions, had a 
kind and encouraging word for me, expressive of their sympa- 
thy and good-wilL I have reason to beUeve that hundreds of 
these subscribers gave me their names because they wished 
thereby to bear their testimony against persecution. Indeed, 
some of them put down their names for this very purpose, and 
it was so avowed by them at the time, and who would not have 
subscribed under other circiimstanoes. Not that all these sub- 
scribers meant to indorse my character ; for not all of them had 
examined into the merits of my case with sufficient care to jus- 
tify such an act But many of them had examined it critically. 
This is especially true of Judge Curtis, and Judge Warren, and 
Gk>Temor Clifford, who doubtless meant by their names and 
subscriptions, to express their confidence in me as a clergyman 
worthy to be sustained by the Christian community* 

When I opened my subscription book, it was quite problem- 
atical whether I should succeed, and I so stated the case to gen- 
tlemen at the time. And therefore I requested them to sub- 
scribe and pay only on condition of my being successful. But 
several of Uiem paid their subscription at the time, and told me 
not to return it, if I did not succeed, but devote it to my own 
use ; at the same time intimating that if I was likely to be suc- 
cessful they would add to their subscription if necessary. I 
have obtained and paid for a very eligible site, — the building 
is begun, — the steps were liud and Uie first fioor put on last 
fall ; and I have raised money sufficient to meet all the expenses 
so far, up to the first of April. From last November till 
April, I made scarcely a single effort to add to my list of sub- 
scribers in consequence of the stagnation of business and the 
scarcity of money. As building materials and labor are much 
more expensive than when I began the undertaking, it will cost 
a good deal more than was then anticipated. If any individ- 
uals who may read my book, are satisfied that I am deserving 
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of their sympathy and assistance, I can assure them that an^ 
sum, however small, will be thankfully received. There are 
many ladies of wealth and generosity, both married and un- 
married, who are always ready to contribute in aid of everj 
worthy object ; and should any of them feel inclined to put my 
enterprise on their list of deserving objects and remember me 
in the distribution of their charities, they will confer a favor for 
which I shall be truly grateful. I shall continue to make per- 
sonal application ; but there may be those who are disposed to 
contribute, to whom I cannot gain access. If such will send 
their donation by mail or otherwise, I will forthwith acknowl- 
edge its receipt. Or if any should desire a personal interview 
with me, please appoint the time and the place, and I should be 
happy to calL I shall devote all the profits of my book to this 
one object ; and possibly this consideration may be an induce- 
ment to some to purchase il^ and to aid in its circulation. 
It would afford me much pleasure to present a copy to 
each of my subscribers ; but poverty forbids, — poverty brought 
upon me, as every reader will see, by my laudable efforts 
to obtain my individual rights^ and in defence of that 
priceless jewel, -^ a good name. 1 do not ask the public 
to make up my losses. True, all my earthly substance has 
been unjustly taken from me. Wel^ let it go. All I want 
of this world is the means of completing my church, where 
I may have an opportunity to preach the precious gospel to 
those of my fellow-citizens and fellow-sinners, who may wish 
to hear me during the few years at farthest that I can expect to 
be spared for such a pleasing and useful service. And as many 
subscribers have asked me how / am to be benefited, I will 
state the conditions on which I have undertaken to erect that 
edifice. So long as I am able to preach in it, I am to receive 
all the income from the house unless it should exceed twelve 
hundred dollars ; the excess, should there be any, will be ap- 
propriated to pay the current expenses of the society. If I 
cease to serve the people as their pastor through incapacity or 
old age, I am to have a legal claim on the house as security for 
tiie payment to me quarterly of a certain percentage on the 
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vfdae of the property which mj friends have enabled me to in- 
vest therein, during mj life, and one half the same amount to 
mj widow, should I leave one, during her life. And at our de- 
cease it becomes the property of mj parish in fee-simple. This 
is all the provision for my worldly comfort which I need. 

I should be pleased, if I were able, to send a copy of my 
book to all the clergymen in -the Ck>mmonwealth. Perhaps 
there may be some one layman in most of our parishes who 
will purchase it ; if so, may I not request him, for my sake, to 
loan it to his pastor ? 

If I can complete the house outside and finish the vestry, so 
that we can meet there for worship before winter, I shall be 
satisfied. The upper part can be finished as we are able to ob- 
tain the means. I have subscriptions to the amount of over 
seven thousand dollars, most of which has been paid. I think 
that nine or ten thousand ddUars more will complete it without 
contracting any permanent debt My parishioners will do all 
they can. I hope before the house is dedicated there will be 
no mortgage upon it, — that incubus which is so fatal to the 
prosperity of many of our churches. This evil I shall avoid if 
possible, which I can do only as my friends who sympathise 
with me in my triahy if not in my senHmenUj will furnish me 
with the requisite funds. To such I make my appeal. And 
for what you have already done, or may hereafter do, I can 
make no other return but the unfeigned thanks of a grateful 
heart. 

38* 




3 2044 029 888 260 





